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THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Aimon's Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., Ke. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witt. to 34 Gro. IL 

1066-1760 ; 
Second Series. 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. | REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. IIL to 40 Gro. IIL. | 


(SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gro. III. ...... 1819 
BF estes ees 60 . 1819-20 


(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


1760-1800 | : 
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(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 12-13... 6 see 1825-6 

8 able . ae 14 |S a of Se me ee 1826 
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; (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. oe a 7 Gro. IV. ...... 1826 
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First Series. pe oo 
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STO Deck debs 1805 | 

6 Av 4.0.40 avaterase i 1806 | Third Series. 


(THinp PARLIAMENT.) | REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.~— 1830 to 1837. 


Vol. 8 & 9...47 Gro. IID ..... 1806-7 | (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
: Yok 2 te 3... 1 Wane... 1830-1] 
(FourtTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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pe eee me C Mates SO9 | ,. 3 < 
15 ee 1810 | Vol. ‘ to &... 5 Wann 25.2. 1833 
Is 20...51 ... 1810-11 | caer 0 fo) Stee ve 
2] Sea —— haa tas 1812 | 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT. ) Vol. LD to? 30... 4 WILL. IV. salad 1833 
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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


rime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of 
SALISBURY, k.G. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Viscount Cross, G.C.B., G.C.S.1. 
First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State-—— 
Home Department Rt. Hon. Sir MATTHEW WHITE RIDLEY, Bt. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Mest Hon. Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.8.1. 
India Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer-—Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty tt. Hon. GEORGE JOACHIM GOSCHEN. 
“ord Lieutenant of Ireland Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland tt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade tt. Hon. CHARLES THOMSON RITCHIE. 
‘Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. HENRY CHAPLIN. 
“hancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 





























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Postmaster-General—— Duke of NORFOLK, K.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Rk. W. HANBURY, M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFour, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELpoN Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——W. G. ELLISON MACARTNEY, Esa., M.P, 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury ——+ WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
(Admiral Sir F. W. Ric ARpDs, G.C B 
Vice-Admiral Sir F. G. D. BEDFekp, K.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty——- Rear-Admiral A. K. Wrinson, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moors, C.B., C.M.G,. 
J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Oftice-—Rt. Hon. W. St. JouN Broprick, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office——Rt. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office Rt. Hon. Earl of SELBORNE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Oftice——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.aG. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——GEORGE WYNDHAM, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board T. W. RussELL, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Oftice J. POWELL-WILLIAMS, Esqy., M.P. 
Attorney-General— Sir RICHARD E. WEnsTER, Bt., G.C.M.G., Q.C., M.-P. 
Solicitor-General—Sir R. B. Fintay, Q.C., M.P. 


























HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE. —(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 
tt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce. 





Judge Advocate-General 
and Admiralty Courts. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of Hoprroun, G.C.M.G. 

Vice-Chamberlain—-—Hon. AILWYN E. FELLowrs, M.P. 

Lord Steward Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 

Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of P. -RTLAND, G.C.V.QO. 








Pay master-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Houseliold——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household —— Viscount CuRzoN, M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds—— Rt. Hon. Earl of COVENTRY, 





Captain Yeoman of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALD GRAVE. 
General Rt. Hon. Viscount Briop RT, G.C.B. (permanent) 
Rt. Hon. rarl of KINTORE, G.C.M.G 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

a tt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL. 

; ‘ 5 tt. Hon. Lord HArpiIs, G.C.S.1., G.C.L.E. 

Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

tt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 

Rt. Hon. Lord BA iv. 


\ 


SCOTLAND. 
Chief Secretary ——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. B\LFour. 


Lord Advocate—— Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C.. M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspura.i, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register-——His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 


Lord High Commissioner-—Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General CHARLES Scorr-DicKson, Esq., Q.C. 
IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor — Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALrour, M.P. 

Under Secretary ——Rt. Hon. Sir Davip Harnss, K.CLB. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 

Solicitor-General— GEO. WRIGHT, Esq. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Mor.ry. 

Clerk of Parliaments——HENryY J. L. GRAHAM, Esy., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)———-Hon. E. P. THEsIGER, C. B. 
teading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—- ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 
Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 
Senior Clerks—— 








Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office ——A. HARR.SON, Esq. 7 1h! ey: 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——E. I. 


TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. SyYMONs-JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAmiILton Gorpon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esc. 
(Clerk attending the Table ; Hon. A McDONNELL; A. H. Robinson, Esq. ; H. P. Sv. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. Bipputpn, Esq. ; Hon, E. A. SToNor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HOTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——t». fF ULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. C curt; Assistant Copyist—Mr. H. P. Norris. ere 

Messengers——Messrs. W. WoRFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. FP. 
Locke, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS-JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
— J. W. G. Bonn, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. 8. BrippULPH, G.C.B. 

Yemnan Usher——Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K,C.V.O., C.S.1. 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) vi? 


PRINCIPAL ba ge tres OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cou?.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms— 6; AND, Esq. 

Ke-ident Superintendent—— Mi -K.W it LIAMS. 

Shorthand v riter——W. H. Gu ee Y SALTER, Esq. 

P rincipal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLE “i E. Fox, “ HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. “cecyadg H. B. Str EVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Store. 


Third Class Assistants—— Messrs. J. WooLtacorr, A. A. EpNEY, J. F. BAuM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SoLMAN, J. B. Forsyra, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLins, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords-———Mr. T, KENDRICK. 





PRINCIPAL OFFIC ERS OF 1 HE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir REGIN ae D PALG RAVE, K.CLB. 
Clerk-Assistant——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq... C.B. 
Second Clerk-Assistant—— FRANCIS pn Ret E tage, 'C.B: 
Principal Clerks—— 
Publie Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. A. FerGuson-DAvIg, Esq., C.b. 
Clerk of the Journals——-W. H. Ley, Es 
Committee Offiice— Be DICKINSON, Esu. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. _— SET, Esq. ‘ ’ 
Senior eee ES Gimins Baq.:; B. St. GEOR GE Turrer, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. : 












C. V. Frere, Esq.; L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ; G. EL HFFARD, Esq. : 
oan ( ‘Sake A. W. NICHOLSON, Esq. ; Sir E. H. Doyiy, Bart. ; 5. L. SIMEON, Esq. : 


ARTHUR LI. DASENT, Esy.; E. C. Howr Browne, Esq.; HORACE bi nat Esq.; BEnp 
A, Fercuson-Davir, Esy.; Arruivr H. Euiis, Esq.; Percy A. Bunt, Esq. P. R. 
WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.: W. E. Grey, Esq.: F.C. HOLLAND, Esq. : i. 

Junior Clerks——J. W. G. Bonp, Esq.: T. L. Wepsrer, Esq.; H.C. Dawkrns, Esq.; A. FL 1 
Wintrams, Exq.; R. P. Cotom, Esq.: B. H. FEuL, Esq.; R. E. Caripens, Esq.; J. cor 
Porter, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; R. A. AUSTEN LeiGu, Esq.; W. T. LEGGE, Esq.: 
C. R. TURNER, Esq. 


St 





‘‘ollectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. Lock ron, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Ofiice Clerk in Committee Oftice- T. PEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Ottice Clerk in Journal Offiee——Mr. A. +. TAayior. : 

Messengers——Messrs. J J. SHELVEY, C. DAviE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER. 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WoopWARD, J. [vory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ErskIng, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant———Lieut.-Col. Hon. E. H. LEGGE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. W1Lson, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Oflice Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN 

Messengers (Ist Class) ——Mr. H. Hampiina, Mr. C. Woopcrarr. Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 


J. Hitus, Mr. J. SpRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SpRAY, Mr. G. Tye, Mr. ¢ 
Minis, Mr. R. Hopsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY. 


Messengers (2nd Class)—— Messrs. J. H. Day, J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. FOREMAN, 
J. GuYATT, R. TurtLE, A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON. ; 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant—Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 


Postmaster——Mr. EpmuND W. Pike; Hall Keeper——Mr. .I. GLYNN. 
Office Keeper——Mr. W. Harvey. 


Chaplain te the House——Rev. Canon BAsit WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——Epw Arp GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Oe ce E. CHANDOS Leten, ().C., CB. 

‘Trainbearer ag J » FRENCH. 

\lessenger—— Mr. G. 'T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private | Hills. ——ALFRED BoNHAM CARTER, Esq. : 

Examiners of P sei Bills——C. W. Campion, Esq., - F. Sy MONS-JEUNE, Exq. 

Taxing Master-——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk ——J. W. G. Bonb, Esq. ; 
L. ibrarian——R. i W ALPOLE, Esq. : Assistant Sites arian ——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 





Library thal J. R. Crimp, Wa. Stewart; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN. 
W. HAGUE. 
Vote Oftice—— 
Chief Clerk 





H. A. M. KILLick, Esq. 


Assistant Clerks——P. E. Smiru, Esy., H. Orway MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——-Mr. JOHN EDWARDs. 
Printers—— 


ee E. Briscor Eyre, Exy. 
Votes——-J. 3. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Chief Inspector ‘of Police attending the House of Commons-—-Mr. HoRsLEY. 
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AN ALPHABETICAL LIST 
LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


SEVENTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


63 VICTORLE 1900. 


NoTE.—The Figures in the Margin refer to the corresponding Figures on the Roll. 











A 158 Amherst, William Archer Earl 
Abercorn, James Marquess of. 94 Amherst of Hackney, William 
(Duke of Abercorn) Ambhurst Lord - 
\bereromby, George Ralph Lord 491 Ampthill, Arthur Oliver Villiers 
f es 4 Lord 


Aberdare, Henry Campbell Lord : : 
a . xy ae = F 194 Ancaster, Gilbert Henry Earl of 
arpoave r € ar SS i : 
SS ee ae Anglesey, Henry Cyril Marquess of 


439 Annaly, Luke Lord 
Abinger, James Yorke MacGregor me : q 
shi a 125. Annesley, Hugh Earl. (£lected for 
Ireland) 
486 Ardilaun, Arthur Edward Lord 
33 Argyll, George Douglas Duke of 


Abingdon, Montagu Arthur Earl of 


Acton, John Emerich Edward Lord 
Addington, Egerton Lord 
Ailesbury, Henry Augustus Mar- 


quess of 535 Armstrong, William George Lord 
Ailsa, Archibald Marquess of 278 Arundell of Wardour, John Francis 
i ‘ " Lord 


Airhe, David Stanley William Earl : 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 512 Ashbourne, Edward Lord 

Albany, His Royal Highness 99 Ashburnham, Bertram Ear! of 
Leopold Charles Edward Geo. 


: % 397 Ashburton, Francis Denzil Edward 
Bon ne a Allan Cecil Earl — 
: — a ce ere | ae Ashcombe, George Lord 
Aldenham, Henry Hucks Lord 571 Ashton, James Lord 
Alington, Henry Gerard Lord 322 Auckland, William Morton Lord 
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490 
150 


596 


ALPHABETICAL 
Avebury, John Lord 


Aylesford, Charles Wightwick Earl 
of 


B 


Bagot, William Lord 
Balinhard, James Lord. (url of 
Southesk) 


Balfour of Burley, Alexander 
Hugh Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 


Bandon, James Francis Earl _ of. 
(Elected for Treland) 

Henry William Crosbie 

(Llected for Lreland) 


Barnard, Henry de Vere Lord 


Bangor, 
Viscount. 


Basing, George Limbrey Lord 
Bateman, William Bateman Lord 
Bath, Thomas Henry Marquess of 
Bath and Wells, Geo. Wyndham 
Bishop of 
Bathurst, Seymour Henry Earl 
Battersea, Cyril Lord 
Beauchamp, William Earl 
Beaufort, Henry Aldebert 
lington Fitzroy Duke of 
Bedford, Herbrand Arthur Duke of 
Earl 


Wel- 


Belmore, Somerset Richard 
of (Elected for Trelund) 

Belper, Henry Lord 

Berkeley, Randal Mowbray Thomas 
Ear! of 

Berwick, Richard Henry Lord 

Blythswood, Archibald 
Lord 

dolingbroke and St. John, 
Viscount 

Bolton, William Thomas Lord 


Boston, George Florance Lord 


Campbell 


sotreaux, Charles Edward Hastings 
Lord. (Earl of Loudoun) 

Bowes, Claude Lord. (Eurl of 

Strathmore and Kinghorn) 


Edmund St. 
(Earl of Cori: 


3ovle, Richard 
Lawrence Lord. 
and Orrery) 

Brabourne, Edward Lord 


Bradford, George Cecil Orlando 
Earl of 


3rampton, Henry Lord 


LIST OF THE 


447 


119 
1&5 


328 


14 
267 


161 


219 
406 


Brancepeth, Gustavus Russell Lord. 
(Viseount Boyne) 

Brandon, Alfred Douglas Duke of 

Brassey, Thomas Lord 

Charles 


Bray brooke, Cornwallis 


Lord 

Braye, Alfred Thomas Townshend 
Lord 

Breadalbane, Gavin Marquess of 

Bridport, Alexander Nelson Vis 
count 

Bristol, Fredk. William John Mar- 
quess of 

Brodrick, William Lord. 
Mdleton) 

3rooke, Francis Richard Chavles 
Guy Earl, and Earl of Warwick 


(Viscount 


Brougham and Vaux, Henry Charles 
Lord 

Brownlow, Adelbert Wellington 
Brownlow Ear! 

3uckinghamshire, Sidney Carr Ear! 
of 

Burghclere, Herbert Coulstoun Lord 

Burton, Michael Arthur Lord 

Bute, John Patrick Marquess of 

Byron, George Frederick William 


Lord 


C 
Cadogan, George Henry Ear! 
Cairns, Herbert John Ear] 
Calthorpe, Augustus Cholmondeley 
3 oD « 
Lord 
Cambridge, His Royal Highness 
oY, e z 
George William Frederick Charles 
Duke of 
Camden, John Charles Marquess 
’ { 
Camoys, Ralph Francis Julian Lord 
Camperdown, Robert Adam Philips 
Haldane Earl of 
Canterbury, Frederick Archbishop 
of 
Canterbury, Henry Charles Viscount 
Carew, Robert Shapland George 
Julian Lord 
Carleton, Richard 
(Earl of Shannon) 
Carlisle, George James Earl of 


Henry Lord. 


Carlisle, John Wareing Bishop of 














£59 


145 
159 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. XF 


Carnarvon, George Edward Stan- 
hope Molyneux Ear! of 

Carnwath, Robert Harris Carnwath 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Carrington, Charles Robert Earl 

Carysfort, William Lord. 
« ‘arysfort) 

Castlemaine, Albert Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Castletown, Bernard 

Barnaby Lord 
Catheart, Alan Frederick Earl 
Cawdor, Frederick Archibald 

Vaughan Earl 


Edward 


Chaworth, Reginald Lord. (Kuri of 
Meath) 
Chelmsford, Frederie Augustus Lord 
Chesham, Charles Compton William 
Lord 
Chester, Francis John Bishop of 
Chesterfield, Edwyn Francis Earl of 
Cheylesmore, William Meriton Lord 
Chichester, Walter John Earl of 
Chichester, Ernest Roland Bishop of 
Cholmondeley, George Henry Hugh 
Marguess of 
Churchill, Victor 
Charles Lord 
Churston, John Lord 


Albert 


Francis 


Clanecarty, William Frederick Vis- 
count. (Marl of Clancarty) 


Clanwilliam, Richard James Lord. 
(Karl of Clanwilliain) 


Clarendon, Edward Hyde Earl of 


Clements, Charles Lord. 
Leitriin) 


Clifford of Chudleigh, Lewis Henry 
Hugh Lord 


Clifton, Edward Henry Stuart Lord 
(Burl of Darnley) 


Clinton, Charles Henry Rolle Lord 


Clonbrock, Luke Gerald 
(Elected for [reluni) 


Cloncurry, Valentine Frederick Lord 


Lord. 


Cobham, Charles George Viscount 

Colchester, Reginald — Charles 
Edward Lord 

Coleridge, Bernard John Seymour 
Lord 


(Karl of 


(Bal of 


518 


594 


91 
LSO 


HOS 


584 


262 
422 


108 


396 


; 298 


Colville of Culross, Charles Johir 
Lord 

Combermere, Franeis Lynch Wel- 
lington Viscount 

Congleton, Henry Lord 

Connaught and Strathearn, His 
Royal Highness Arthur William 
Patrick Albert Duke of 

Connemara, Robert Lord 

Cottenham, Kenelm Charles Edward 
Earl of 

Cottesloe, Thomas Francis Lord 

Coventry, George William Earl of 

Cowley, Henry Arthur Mornington 
Karl 

Cowper, Francis Thomas de Grey 
Earl 

Cranbrook, Gathorne Earl of 

Cranworth, Robert Thornhaugh 
Lord 

Craven, 
Karl of 

Crawshaw, Thomas Lord 

Crewe, Robert Offley Ashburton 
Karl of 

Crofton, Edward Henry Churchill 
Lord. (Elected for Irelund) 


Cromer, Evelyn Viscount 


William Robert 


. oO 
George 


Cross, Richard Assheton Vis- 
count. (Lord Privy Seal) 

Cumberland and Teviotdale, His 
Royal Highness Ernest Augustus 
William Adolphus George 
Frederick Duke of 

Currie, Philip Henry Wodehouse 
Lord 


D 


Dartmouth, William Heneage Earl of 

Dartrey, Vesey Earl of 

Davey, Horace Lord. (40 Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

Dawnay, Hugh Richard Lord. 
(Viscount Downe) 

De Clifford, Jack Southwell Lord 

De Freyne, Arthur Lord 

De La Warr, Gilbert 
Reginald Earl 


De L’'Isle and Dudley, Philip Lord 


George 





ALPHABETICAL 


xii 

407 De Mauley, William Ashley Webb 
Lord 

191 de Montalt, Cornwallis Earl 

537 De Ramsey, William Henry Lord 

259 de Ros, Dudley Charles Lord 

393 De Saumarez, James St. Vincent | 
Lord 

503 de Vesci, John Robert William 
Lord. (Viscount de Vesci) 

369 Delamere, Hugh Lord 

63 Denbigh, Rudolph Robert Basil | 

Aloysius Augustine Ear] of 
394 Denman, Thomas Lord 
515 Deramore, Robert Wilfrid Lord 
58 Derby, Frederick Arthur Ear! of 
495 Derwent, Harcourt Lord 
61 Devon, Henry Hugh Earl of 
10 & 20 Devonshire, Spencer Compton 
Duke of. (Lord President of the 
Council) 
302 Digby, Edward Henry Trafalgar 
Lord 
305 Dinevor, Arthur de Cardonnel Lord 

72 Doncaster, William Henry Walter 
Earl of. (Duke of Buccleuch and 
Queensberry) 

280 Dormer, John Baptist Joseph Lord 

474 Douglas, Charles Alexander Lord. 
(Earl of Home) 

121 Drogheda, Ponsoby William Earl of: 
(Llected for Ireland) 

166 Ducie, Henry John Earl of 

177 Dudley, William Humble Earl of 

54 Dufferin and Ava, Frederick Temple 
Marquess of 

343 Dunalley, Henry O'Callaghan Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

89 Dundonald, Douglas Mackinnon 
Baillie Hamilton Earl of. (Elected 
for Scotland) 

556 Dunleath, Henry Lyle Lord 

388 Dunmore, Charles Adolphus Lord. 
(Earl of Dunmore) 

455 Dunning, John Lord. (Lord Rollo) 

163 Durham, John George Earl of 

235 Durham, Brooke Foss Bishop of 
E 
428 Ebury, Robert Wellesley Lord 


9 


- 


165 


583 


200 


334 


590 
561 
476 


90 
18] 
542 

32 


383 


319 


LIST OF 


THE 


Edinburgh, His Royal Highness 
Alfred Ernest Albert Duke of 
Effingham, Henry Alexander 
Gordon Ear! of 

Egerton, Wilbraham Earl 

Eldon, John Earl of 

Elgin, Victor Alexander Lord. (u7/ 
of Elgin and Kincardine) 

Ellenborough, Charles 
Hamilton Lord 

E!esmere, Francis Charles Granville 
Earl of 

Elphinstone, Sidney Herbert Lord 

Ely, Alwyne Bishop of 

Emly, Thomas William Gaston Lord 

Erskine, William Macnaghten Lord 

Esher, Reginald Baliol Viscount 

Essex, George Devereux de Vere 
Earl of 

Ettrick, William John George Lord. 
(Lord Napier) 

Exeter, William Thomas Brownlow 
Marquess of 

Exeter, Edward Henry Bishop of 

Exmouth, Edward Addington Har- 
greaves Viscount 


Towry 


F 
Fairlie, David 
Glasgow) 
Falkland, Byron Plantagenet Vis- 
count. (Elected for Scotland) 
Falmouth, Evelyn Edward Thomas 
Viscount 


Lord. (Earl of 


Farnham, Somerset Henry Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Farquhar, Horace Brand Lord 

Farrer, Thomas Cecil Lord 

Fermanagh, John Henry Lord. 
(Earl Erne) 

Ferrers, Sewallis Edward Earl 

Feversham, William Ernest Earl of 

Field, William Ventris Lord 

Fife, Alexander William George 
Duke of 

Fingall, Arthur James Francis Lord. 
(Earl of Fingall) 


Fisherwick, George Augustus 
Hamilton Lord. (Marquess of 
Donegall) 
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iv 








438 


104 


304 


287 


370 
117 


359 


3D3 
480 


372 


95 


576 
337 
214 


329 


eLORDS SPIRITUAL AND 


Fitzhardinge, Charles Paget Fitz- | 
hardinge Lord | 
Fitzwilliam, William Thomas | 
Spencer Earl 
Foley, Henry Thomas Lord 


Forbes, Horace Courtenay Gammell | ‘ 


Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 
Forester, Cecil Theodore Lord 
Fortescue, Hugh Earl 


Foxford, William Henry Edmond de | 5 


Vere Sheaffe Lord. 
Limerick) 


(Earl of | 


G | 
(Vis. | 


Gage, Henry Charles Lord. 
count Gage) 

Gainsborough, Charles 
Francis Earl of 

Gardner, ——- Lord 

Gerard, William Cansfield Lord 

Gifford, Edric Frederick Lord 

Glanusk, Joseph Russell Lord 

Glenesk, Algernon Lord 

Gloucester, Charles John Bishop of | 

Gordon, John Campbell Viscount. | 
(Earl of Aberdeen) 

Gormanston, Jenico William Joseph 
Lord. (Viscount Gormanston) 

Gough, Hugh Viscount 

Grafton, Augustus Charles Lennox | 
Duke of 

Graham, Douglas Beresford Malise | 
Ronald Earl. (Duke of Montrose) 

Granard, Bernard Arthur William 
Patrick Hastings Lord. (url of 
Granard) 

Grantley, John Richard Brinsley | 
Lord 

Granville, Granville George Earl 

Greville, Algernon William Fulke | 
Lord | 

Grey, Albert Henry George Earl 

Grey de Ruthyn, Rawdon George 
Grey Lord 

Grimthorpe, Edmund Lord 

Grinstead, Lowry Egerton Lord. 
(Earl of Enniskillen) 

Guilford, Frederick George Earl of 

Gwydir, Peter Robert Lord 


William 


484 


361 


444 


| 261 


398 


209 


303 


| 563 


294 


v 198 
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Haddington, George 
(Elected for Scotland) 


Haldon, Lawrence Hesketh Lord 


Earl of. 


Haliburton, Arthur Lawrence Lord 
Halifax, Charles Lindley Viscount 
Halsbury, Hardinge Stanley 
Earl of. (Lord High Chancellor) 
Hamilton of Dalzell, John Glen- 
cairn Carter Lord 
Hampden, Henry Robert Viscount 
Hampton, Herbert Perrott Murray 
Lord 
Hardinge, Henry Charles Viscount 
Hardwicke, Albert Edward Philip 
Henry Earl of 
Hare, William 
Listowel) 
Harewood Henry Ulick Earl of 
Harlech, William Richard Lord 
Charles 


Lord. 


(Burl of 


Harrington, Augustus 
Earl of 
Harris, George Robert, Canning Lord 
Harrowby, Dudley Francis Stewart 
Earl of 
Hartismere, John 
(Lord Henniker) 
Hastings, George Manners Lord 
Hatherton, Edward George Perey 
Lord 
Hawarden, Cornwallis Viscount. 
(Elected for Ireland.) (In another 
place as Earl de Montalt) 
Hawke, Martin Bladen Lord 


awkesbury, Cecil George Savile. 
Hawkesbury, C g 


Major Lord. 


Lord 

Hay, George Lord. (Kurl of 
Kinnoul) 

Headley, Charles Mark Lord. 


(Elected for Ireland) 
Heneage, Edward Lord 
Hereford, Robert Viscount 
Herries, Marmaduke Francis Lord 
Herschell, Richard Farrer Lord 
Hertford, Hugh de Grey Mar- 
quess of 
Heytesbury, William Frederick Lord 
Hill, Rowland Richard Viscount 
Hillingdon, Charles William Lord 
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299 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF 


Hillsborough, Arthur Wills John , 
Wellington Trumbell Blundeil , 
Earl of. (Marquess of Downshire) 

Hindlip, Charles Lord | 

Hobhouse, Arthur Lord 

Holm Patrick, Hans Wellesley Lord 

Hood, Francis Wheler Viscount 

Hood of Avalon, Arthur William | 
Acland Lord | 

Hopetoun, John Adrian Louis 
Lord. (Lurl of Hopetoun.) (Lord 
Chamberlain of the Householi) 

Hothfield, Henry James Lord 

Howard of Glossop, Francis Edward 
Lord 

Howard = de 
Evelyn Lord 


Walden, Thomas 

Howe, Richard William Penn Earl] 

Howth, William Ulick 
Lord. (Earl of Howth) 

Huntingdon, Warner Francis John 
Plantagenet Earl of 


Tristram 


Hutchinson, John Luke George 
Viscount. (Lurl of Donoughmore) 


Hylton, George Hylton Lord 


I 


Iddesleigh, Walter Statford Earl of 

chester, Henry Edward Ear] of 

Inchiquin, Edward Donough Lord. 
(Elected for Irclauns) 

Innes, Henry John Ear!. 
Rorburghe) 

Inverclyde, John Lord 


(Duke of 


Iveagh, Edward Cecil Lord 


J 


James, Henry Lord 


Jersey, Victor Albert George Earl of 
K 
Keane, John Manley Arbuthnot 
Lord 


Kelvin, William Lord ; 
Kenlis, Geoffrey Thomas Lord. 


(Marquess of Heulfort) 


425 


442 


156 


179 
436 
581 
404 


D93 


230 


1&8 
169 
412 
205 


88 
16: 
254 
29 
core) 


31 


lo 


THE * 

Kenmare, Valentine Augustus Lord. 
(Earl of Kenmare) 

Kenry, Windham Thomas Lord. 
(Earl of Dunraven and Mount-Earl) 


Kensington, William Lord 
Keny-on, Lloyd Lord 


Ker, Robert Schomberg Lord. 
(Murquess of Lothian) 

Kesteven, John Benry Lord 

Kilmaine, Francis William Lord. 
(Elected for Ircland) 

Kilmarnock, Charles Gore Lord. 


(Earl of Erroll) 
Kilmorey, Francis Charles Earl of 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Kimberley, John Earl of 
Kinnaird, Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord 
Kinnear, Alexander Smith Lord 


Kintore, Algernon Hawkins 
Thomond Lord. (Burl of Kintore) 


Kitchener of Khartoum, Horatio 
Herbert Lord 
Knutsford, Henry Thurstan Vis- 


count 


L 
Lamington, Charles Wallace Alex- 
ander Napier Lord 
Vansittart 
(Llected fur 


John 
of. 


Lanesborough, 
Danvers Karl 
Treland) 

Langford, Hercules Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Lansdowne, Henry Charles Keith 
Marquess of 

Lathom, Edward George Ear] of 

Lauderdale, Frederick Henry Earl 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lawrence, John Hamilton Lord 

Leconfield, Henry Lord 

Leeds, George Godolphin Duke of 

Leicester, Thomas William Earl of 

Leigh, William Henry Lord 

Leinster, Maurice Viscount.  (//i/e 
of Leinster) 

Leven and Melville, Ronald Ruthven 
Ear] of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lichfield, Thomas Francis Earl of 

Lichfield, Augustus Bishop of 

Lilford, John Lord 
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414 
186 
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114 
138 








Lincoln, Edward Bishop of 
Lindsey, Montagu Peregrine Albe- 
marle Earl of 
Lingen, Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord 
Lister, Joseph Lord 
Liverpool, John Charles Bishop of 
Llandaff, Henry Viscount 
Llandaff, Richard Bishop of 
Llangattock, John Allan Lord 
Loch, Henry Brougham Lord 
Loftus, John Henry Lord. 
quess of Ely) 
Londesborough, 
Forester Earl of 
London, Mandell Bishop of 
Lonsdale, Hugh Cecil Earl of 
Lovat, Simon Joseph Lord 


(Muar- 


William Henry 


Lovelace, Ralph Gordon Earl of 


Lovel and Holland, Augustus 
Arthur Lord. (Harl of Egmont) 
Lucan, George Earl of. (Hlected 


for Ireland) 

Ludlow, Henry Ludlow Lord 

Lurgan, William Lord 

Lytton, Victor Alexander George 
Robert Earl of 

Lyveden, FitzPatrick Henry Lord 


M 
Macclesfield, George Loveden Wil- 
liam Henry Ear! of 


(4 


Macnaghten, Edward Lord. 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary) 
Magheramorne, James Douglas Lord 


Malcolm of Poltalloch, John Wing- 
tield Lord 


Malmesbury, James Edward Earl of 


Manchester, William Angus Drogo 
Duke of 

Manchester, James Bishop of 

Manners of Haddon, Henry John 
Brinsley Lord. = (Marquess of 
Granby) 

Manners, John Thomas Lord 

Mansfield, William David Ear] of 

Manvers, Charles William Sydney 
Earl. 

Mar, John Francis Erskine Earl of 
(Elected for Scotland) 


LORDS SPIRITUAL 
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44] 


410 


295 


364 


144 
443 


469 
500 
509 
296 


516 


351 


415 


149 
54] 


te 


390 


116 


Ad 


260 


591 
160 





TEMPORAL. 

Mar and Kellie, Walter John Francis 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland?) 

Marlborough, Charles Richard Jokn 
Duke of 

Masham, Samuel Lord 

Massy, John Thomas William 
Lord. (Elected for Ireland) 

Mayo, Dermot Robert Wyndham 
Karl of. (Elected for Ireland) 

Meldrum, Charles Lord. (Marquess 
of Huntly) 

Melville, Henry Viscount 


XV 


Mendip, Lord, 


(Viscount Clifden) 
Meredyth, James Herbert Gustavus 
Meredyth Lord. (Lord Athlniney) 
Methuen, Paul Sanfora Lord 
Middleton, Digby Wentworth 
Bayard Lord 


Minster, Victor George Henry 
Francis Lord. (Marquess Conyny- 
han) 


Minto, Gilbert John Earl of 
Monck, Henry Power Charles 
Stanley Lord. (Viscount Monch) 


Monckton, George Edmund Milnes 
Lord. (Viscount Galway) 


Moncreiff, Henry James Lord 
Monk Bretton, John William Lord 
Monkswell, Robert Lord 

Monson, Debonnaire John Lord 


Montagu of Beaulieu, Henry Jolin 
Lord 


Monteagle, John Thomas Lori. 
(Marquess of Sligo) 
Monteagle of Brandon, Thomas 


Spring Lord 
Morley, Albert Edmund Earl of 
Morris, Michael Lord. (44 Lor] of 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

Morton, Sholto George Watson 
Karl of. (Elected for Scotland) 
Mostyn, Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan 

_ Lord 

Mount Edgcumbe, William Henry 
Earl of 

Mount Stephen, George Lord 


Mowbray, Charles Botolph Joseph 
Lord 


Muncaster, Josslyn Francis Lord 
Munster, William George Earl of 
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273 
600 
45 


501 
184 
506 


464 
450 
131 
401 


139 
368 
449 
365 
562 
418 


241 


598 


ALPHABETICAL 


maurice Lord. (Elected for Ireland) | 
N | 

Napier, Robert William Lord | 
Nelson, Horatio Earl | 


Newcastle, Henry Pelham Archi-) ! 


bald Douglas Duke of 
Newlands, William Wallace Lord 


Newton, Thomas Wodehouse Lord | - 


Norfork, Henry Duke of. (url 
Marshal of England) 
Normanby, Constantine Charles | 
Henry Marquess of 
North, William Henry John Lord 
Northcote, Henry Stafford Lord 
Northampton, William George | 
Spencer Scott Marquess of 
Northbourne, Walter Henry Lord 


Northbrook, Thomas George Earl of | 


Northington, Frederick Lord. (Lord | 
Hen ley) 
Northumberland, 


Duke of 
Norton, Charles Bowyer Lord 
Norwich, John Bishop of 


Henry George | 


O 
O’Hagan, Thomas Towneley Lord 
O’Neill, Edward Lord 
Onslow, William Hillier Earl of 
Oranmore and Browne, Geoffrey 
Dominick Augustus Frederick 
Lord. (Elected for Ireland) 
Orford, Robert Horace Earl] of 
Oriel, Clotworthy John Eyre Lord. 
(Viscount Massereene) 
Ormathwaite, Arthur Lord 


An] 


Ormonde, James Edward William 
Theobald Lord.  (Murquess of 
Ormonde) 

Overtoun, John Campbell Lord 

Oxenfoord, John Lord. (Lar! of | 
Stair) 

Oxford, William Bishop of 


LIST OF THE 
Muskerry, Hamilton Matthew Fitz-| 229 Peel, Arthur Wellesley Viscount 


56 & 60 Pembroke and Montgomery, 


109 
424 


475 


375 


453 


574 


182 
371 


494 


| 565 


Pauncefote, Julian Lord 


508 


332 


Sidney Ear! of. 
the Household) 


Penrhyn, George Sholto Gordon 
Lord 


Petre, Bernard Henry Philip Lord 
Pirbright, Henry Lord 

Playfair, George James Lord 
Plunket, William Lee Lord 


(Lord Steward of 


Poltimore, Augustus Frederick 
George Warwick Lord 
Polwarth, Walter Hugh Lord. 


(Elected for Scotland) 
Ponsonby, Walter William Bralazon 
Lord. (url of Bessborough) , 
Portarlington, Lionel George He. 
Seymour Earl of. = (Elected 7’ 


Ireland) 

Portland, William John Arthur * 
Charles James Duke of 

Portman, Wm. Henry Berkeley 
Viscount 


Portsmouth, Newton Earl of 
Poulett, - - Earl 
, a t 
Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Vis 
count. (lected for Irelund) ; 
Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Lord 
(In another place as Viscount Powers- 
court) § 
Powis, George Charles Earl of 


R. 


Radnor, William Earl of 

Raglan, George Fitz-Roy Henry 
Lord 

Ramsay, Arthur George 
Lord. (url of Dalhousie) 

Ranfurly, Uchter John Mark Lord. 
(Earl of Ranfurly) 

Rathdonnell, Thomas Kane Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Rathmore, David Robert Lord 

Ravensworth, Henry George Earl of 

Rayleigh, John William Lord 

Reay, Donald James Lord 

Rendel Stuart Lord 

Revelstoke, John Lord 

Ribblesdale, Thomas Lord 


Maule 
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313 
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489 
178 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL 


Richmond, Charles Henry Duke of 


Ripon, George Fredk. Samuel Mar- 
quess of 


Ripon, William Boyd Bishop of 

Robartes, Thomas Charles Lord 

Roberts of Kandahar, Frederick 
Sleigh Lord 

Robertson, James Patrick Banner- 
man Lord. (4 Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary) 

Rodney, George Bridges Harley 
Dennett Lord 

Romilly, John Gaspard Le Marchant 
Lord 

Romney, Charles Earl of 

Rookwood, Henry John Lord 

Rosebery, Archibald Philip Lord. 
(Lunl of Rosebery) 

Rosmead, Hereules Arthur Temple | 
Lord 


Rosse, Lawrence Earl of. (Hlected 
Jor Lreland) 
Rosslyn, James Francis Harry 


Earl of 
Rossmore, Derrick Warner William 
Lord 
Rothschild, Nathaniel Mayer Lord 
Rowton, Montagu William Lord 
Russell, John Francis Stanley Earl 
Russell of Killowen, Charles Lord 


Rutland, 
Duke of 


John James Robert | 


AND TEMPORAL. 
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246 


326 


288 


465 
69 


416 
384 


189 


550 
349 
313 


vi 


| 212 


| 3867 


S 


| 289 


Sackville, Lionel Sackville Lord 
Saint Albans, Charles Victor Albert | 
Aubrey De Vere Duke of 
St. Albans, John Wogan Bishop of 
St. Asaph, Alfred George Bishop of 
St. 


Germans, Henry Cornwallis 
Ear] of 

St. John of Bletso, Beauchamp Mou- 
bray Lord 

Saint Leonards, Edward Burten- | 

shaw Lord 


Saint Levan, John Lord 

Saint Oswald, Rowland Lord 

St. Vincent, Carnegie Parker Vis- | 
count 
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Salisbury, Robert Arthur Talbot 
Marquess of 

Salisbury, John Bishop of 

Saltersford, James George Henry 
Lord. (Eurl of Courtown) 

Saltoun, Alexander William Fredk; 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 

Sandhurst, William Lord 

Sandwich, Edward George Henry 
Earl of 

Sandys, Augustus Frederick Arthur 
Lord 

Savile, John Savile Lord 

Saye and Sele, John Fiennes Lord 

Scarbrough, Aldred — Frederick 
George Beresford Earl of 

Scarsdale, Alfred Nathaniel Holden 
Lord 

Seaton, John Reginald Upton Lord 

Sefton, Charles William Hylton 
Philip Lord. (Lar! of Sefton) 

Selborne, William Waldegrave 
Earl of 

Shaftesbury, Anthony Earl of 

Shand, Alexander Burns Lord 

Sheftield, Henry North Lord. (Lu7l 
of Sheffield) 

Sherborne, Edward Lennox Lord 

Shrewsbury, Charles Henry John 
Earl of 

Shute, Perey Lord. 
rington) 

Sidmouth, William Wells Viscount 

(Burl of 


(liseount Bar- 


Silchester, Thomas Lord. 


Longford) 

Sinclair, Charles William Lord. 
(Elected for Scotland) 

Somerhill, Hubert George Lord. 


(Marquess of Clanricarde) 
Somers, Arthur Herbert Tennyson 

Lord 
Somerset, Algernon Duke of 
Somerton, Sidney James 

(Eurl of Normanton) 
Sondes, George Edward Far! 
Southampton, Charles Henry Lord 
Southwell, George Bishop of 


Lord. 


Spencer, John Poyntz Earl 
Stafford, Fitzherbert Lord 
Stalbridge, Richard de Aquila Lord 
Stamford, William Ear] of 
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95 


411 


564 


325 


109 
502 
316 


62 


560 


92 


155 
391 


213 


498 


376 


Stanhope, Arthur Philip Earl 


' 204 


Stanley of Alderley, Henry Edward ; 36 


John Lord 

Stanmore, Arthur Lord 

Stewart of Garlies, Alan Plantagenet 
Lord. (Earl of Galloway) 

Stradbroke, George Edward John 
Mowbray Earl of 

Strafford, 
Earl of 


Strange, John James Hugh Henry 


Francis Edmund Cecil 


Earl. (Duke of Atholl) 
Strathcona and Mount Royal, 
Donald Alexander Lord 
Stratheden, Hallyburton George 
Lord 
Strathspey, James Lord. (url of 
Seupield) 


Stuart of Castle Stuart, Edmund 
Archibald Lord. (Luv of Moray) 

Sudeley, Charles Douglas Richard 
Lord 

Sudley, Arthur Saunders William 
Charles Fox Lord. (Karl of Arron) 

Suffield, Charles Lord 

Suffolk and Berkshire, Henry Moly- 
neux Paget Earl of 

Sutherland, Cromartie Duke of 

Swansea, Ernest Ambrose Lord 


T 


Talbot de Malahide, 
Wogan Lord 


Richard 


Tankerville, George Montagu Earl of 

Temple of Stowe, William Stephen 
Earl 

Templemore, Henry Spencer Lord 

Templetown, Henry Edward Mon- 
tagu Dorington Clotworthy Vis- 
count. (Elected for Ireland) 

Tennyson, Hallam Lord 

Tenterden, Charles Stuart Henry 
Lord 

Teynham, Henry John 

Sidney Lord 


Philip 


Thring, Henry Lord 
Thurlow, Thomas John Lord 
Wilbraham 


Tollemache, Frederic 


Lord 


Torphichen, James Walter Lord. 
(Elected for Scotland) 
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Torrington, George Master Viscount 
Townshend, John James Dudley 
Stuart Marquess 


Tredegar, Godfrey Charles Lord 
Trevor, Arthur William Lord 
Truro, John Bishop of 


‘T'weeddale, William Montagu Lord. 
(Marquess of Tweeddale) 


Tweedmouth, Edward Lord 
Tyrone, Henry De La Poer Lord. 
(Marquess of J] ‘aterford) 


V 
Vane, Charles Stewart Earl. (J/wr- 
quess of Londonderry) 
Vaux of Harrowden, Hubert 


George Charles Lord 

Ventry, Dayrolles Blakeney Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Vernon, George Francis Augustus 
Lord 

Verulam, James Walter Earl of 

Vivian, George Crespigny Brabazon 
Lord 


W 

Wales, His Royal 
Prince of 

Waldegrave, William Frederick Earl 


Walsingham, Thomas Lord 


Highness the 


Wandsworth, Sydney James Lord 
Wantage, Robert James Lord 
Welby, Reginald Earle Lord 
Wellington, Henry Duke of 
Wemyss, francis 
(Earl of Wemyss) 
Wenlock, Beilby Lord 
Wentworth, Ralph Gordon Lord. 
(In another place as Burl of Lovelace) 
Westbury, Richard Pil- 
kington Lord 


Lord. 


Richard 


Luttrell 


Westminster, Hugh Richard Arthur 
Duke of 

Westmorland, Anthony 
Julian Earl of 

Wharncliffe, Francis John Ear] of 

Wigan James Ludovie Lord. (/av/ 
of Crawford) 

Willoughby de Broke, Henry Lord 

Wilton, Arthur George Earl of 


Mildmay 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. xix 


Wimborne, Ivor Bertie Lord | 264 Zouche of Haryngworth, Robert 

Winchester, Henry William Mon- Nathaniel Cecil George Lord 
tagu Marquess of 

Winchester, Randall Thomas Bishop 
of 


Winchilsea and Nottingham, Henry | | The following Lords have Twa Numbers, 
Stormont Earl of heing Twice named in the Roll : 


Windsor, Robert George Lord | Earl of Halsbury, as Lord High Chan- 
Winton, George Arnulph Earl of. | cellor, and as Earl of Halsbury. 
(Earl of Eqlintoun) | (Nos. 8 and 198.) 


Wolseley, Garnet Joseph Viscount | Duke of Devonshire, as Lord President, 
Welveston, Feeduiek bard and as Duke of Devonshire. (Nos. 
els 10 and 20.) 


Worcester, John James Stewart | 
4 ' Viscount Cross, as Lord Privy Seal, and 


Bishop of A as Viscount Cross. (Nos. 11 and 
Worlingham, Archibald Brabazon 298.) ' 


Sparrow Lord. (Karl of Gosford ‘ 
Pi / ci aia Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery, as 


Wrottesley, Arthur Lord Lord Steward, and as Earl of Pem- 
Wynford, Henry Molyneux Lord broke and Montgomery. (Nos. 56 
and 60.) 
Y Earl of Lovelace, as Ear] of Lovelace, and 
as Lord Wentworth. (Nos. 170 and 
Yarborough, Chas. Alfred Worsley 270.) 
Karl of | Earl de Montalt, as Earl de Montalt, and 
York, His Royal Highness George as Viscount Hawarden. (Nos. 191 
Frederick Ernest Albert Duke of and 209.) 
York, William Dalrymple Arch- Viscount Powerscourt, as Viscount 
bishop of Powerscourt, and as Lerd Powers- 
court. (Nos. 207 and 505.) 
Z Lord Hopetoun, as Lord Chamberlain, and 


as Lord Hopetoun. (Nos. 258 and 
Zetland, Lawrence Marquess of 355.) 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


SEVENTH SESSION OF THE ‘TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


63) VICTORLE 1900. 





Mren.—<According to the Usage of Parliament, when the House appoints a Select Committee, 
the Lovds appointed to serve upon it are named in the Order of their Rank, beginning with 
the Highest ; and so, when the House sends « Committee to a Conference with the 
Commons, the Lord highest in Rank is called first, and the rest go forth in like Order : 
But when the Whole House is called over for any Purpose, within the House, or for the 
Purpose of proceeding forth to Westminster Hall, or upon any public Solemnity, the Call 


Legins invariably with the Junior Baron. 





1 His Royal Highness the Prince of 7 Frederick Archbishop of Canter- 
Wales bury 
” His Royal Highness Alfred Ernest 8 Hardinge Stanley Earl of Halsbury, 
Albert Duke of Edinburgh | Lord High Chancellor 
3 His Royal Highness Arthur William, 9 William Dalrymple Archbishop of 
Patrick Albert Duke of Con- York 
naught and Strathearn 10 Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
+ His Royal Highness George shire, Lord President of the 
Frederick Ernest Albert Duke | Council 
of York ‘ 11 Richard Assheton Viscount Cross, 
5 His Royal Highness Leopold | Lord Privy Seal 
Charles Edward George Albert | 12 Henry Duke of Norfolk, Burl 


;' hin _ eae . me Marshal of England 
i His Royal Highness George! |. ie NAAT 
William Frederick Charles Duke, 13 Algernon Duke o aaa 

of Cambridge | 14 Charles Henry Duke of Richmond 





xxii 


15 


16 


18 
19 
20 


36 


37 


39 


40 


41 
42 


ROLL 
Augustus Charles Lennox Duke of 
Grafton 
Henry Adelbert Wellington Fitzroy 
Duke of Beaufort | 
Charles Victor Albert Aubrey de | 
Vere Duke of Saint Albans 
George Godolphin Duke of Leeds 
Herbrand Arthur Duke of Bedford 
Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
shire. (In another place as Lord 
President of the Conncil) 
Charles Richard 
Marlborough 


John Duke of 


John James Robert Duke of Rut- 


land 
Alfred Douglas Duke of Brandon 


William John Arthur Charles 
James Duke of Portland 

William Angus Drogo Duke of 
Manchester 


Henry Pelham Arehibald Douglas 
Duke of Newcastle 

Henry George Duke of Northum- 
herland 

His Royal Highness Ernest Augus- 
tus William Adolphus George 
Frederick Duke of Cumberland 
and Teviotdale 

Henry Duke of Wellington 

Cromartie Duke of Sutherland 

Hugh Richard Arthur Duke of 
Westminster 

Alexander William George Duke of 
Fife 

George Douglas Duke of Argyll 

Henry William Montagu Marquess | 
of Winchester | 

Henry Charles Keith Marquess of | 
Lansdowne 

John James Dudley Stuart Marquess | 
Townshend 

Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of | 
Salisbury 

Thomas Henry Marquess of Bath 

James Marquess of 
(Duke of Abercorn) H 

Hugh de Grey Marquess of Hert- | 
ford 

John Patrick Marquess of Bute 

William Thomas Brownlow Mar- | 
quess of Exeter 

William George 


Abercorn 


Spencer Scott | 


Marquess of Northampton 
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44 
45 
46 


John Charles Marquess Camden 

Henry Cyril Marquess of Anglesey 

George Henry Hugh Marquess of 
Cholmondeley 

Henry Augustus 
Ailesbury 

Frederick William John Marquess 
of Bristol 

Archibald Marquess of Ailsa 


Marquess — of 


Constantine Charles Henry Mar- 
quess of Normanby 

George Frederick Samuel Marqiiess 
of Ripon 

William Marquess of Abergaveiny 

Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane 

Frederick Temple 
Dufferin and Ava 


Marquess of 


Lawrence Marquess of Zetland 

Sidney Earl of Pembroke and 
Montgomery, Lord Steward of th 
Household 

Charles Henry 
Shrewsbury 

Frederick Arthur Earl of Derby 

Warner Francis John Plantagenet 
Earl of Huntingdon 


John Earl — of 


Sidney Earl of Pembroke and Mont- 
gomery. (Jn another place as 
Lord Steward of the Householi/) 

Henry Hugh Earl of Devon 

Henry Molyneux Paget Earl of 
Suffolk and Berkshire 

Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius 
Augustine Earl of Denbigh 


Anthony Mildmay Julian Ear] of 
Westmorland 


Montagne ‘Peregrine 
Earl of Lindsey 

William Earl of Stamford 

Henry Stormont Earl of Winchilsea 
and Nottingham 


Albemarle 


Edwyn Francis Earl of Chesterfield 

Edward George Henry Earl of 
Sandwieh 

George Devereux de Vere Karl of 
Essex 

George James Ear! of Carlisle 

William Henry Walter Earl of 
Doncaster. (Duke of Buccleuch and 
(Queensberry) 

Anthony Earl of Shaftesbury 
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78 
79 
80 
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90 
91 


92 


93 


94 


95 


96 


97 


98 


99 
100 


101 
102 


SPIRITUAL 

Randal Mowbray Thomas Earl of | 
Berkeley 

Montagu Arthur Earl of Abingdon 

Aldred Frederick George Beresford 
Earl of Scarborough 

Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of Albe- 
marle 

George William Earl of Coventry 

Victor Albert George Earl of Jersey 

- Earl Poulett 

John Francis Erskine Earl of Mar. 

(Elected Jor Seotlund) 


Sholto George Watson Earl of 
Morton, (Elected for Scotland) 


Walter John Francis Earl of Mar 


and Kellie. (Elected for Scotland) 
George Earl of Haddington. 


(Elected for Scotlani/) 

Frederick Henry Earl of Lauderdale. 
(Elected for Scotland) 

David Stanley William Earl of 
Airlie. (Elected for Scotland) 

Robert Harris Carnwath Earl of 
Carnwath. (Elected for Scotland) 

Ronald Ruthven Earl of Leven and 
Melville. (Elected for Scotland) 

Douglas Mackinnon Baillie Hamil- 
ton Earl of Dundonald. (Elected 
for Scotland) 

Sewallis Edward Earl Ferrers 

William Heneage Earl of 
mouth 

George Montagu Earl of ‘Tankerville 

Charles Wightwick Earl of Ayles- 
ford 

Francis Thomas De 
Cowper 

Arthur Philip Earl Stanhope 

George Loveden William 
Earl of Macclesfield 


Dart- 


Earl 


Grey 


Henry 


Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald , 
Earl Graham. (Duke of Mont- 
rose) 

William Frederick Earl Walde- 
grave 

Bertram Earl of Ashburnham 


Charles Augustus Earl of Harring- | 
ton 

Newton Earl of Portsmouth 

Francis Richard Charles Guy Earl | 
Brooke and Earl of Warwick | 
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130 
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TEMPORAL. 


Xxiii 

Sidney Carr Earl of Buckingham- 
shire 

William Thomas 
Fitzwilliam 

Frederick George Ear! of Guilford 

Albert Edward Philip Henry Earl 
of Hardwicke 

Henry Edward Earl of [chester 

Gilbert George Reginald Earl De 
La Warr 

William Earl of Radnor 

John Poyntz Earl Spencer 

Seymour Henry Earl Bathurst 

Arthur Wills John Wellington 
Trumbull Blundell Earl of Hills- 
borough. = (Marquess of — Down- 
shire) 

Edward Hyde Earl of Clarendon 

William David Earl of Mansfield 


Spencer — Earl 


John James Hugi Henry Fart 
Strange. (Duke of Atholl) 
William Henry Earl of Mount 
Edgeumbe 


Hugh Earl Fortescue 

George Edward Stanhope Molyneux 
Earl of Carnarvon 

George Henry Farl Cadogan 

James Edward Earl of Malmesbury 

Ponsonby William Earl of Drogheda 
(Elected for Ireland) 


John Vansittart Danvers Earl of 
Laneshorough. (Elected for Lre- 
lund) 


Lionel George Henry Seymour Ear] 
of Portarlington. (Elected for 
Ireland) 

Dermot Robert Wyndham Earl of 


Mayo. (Elecied for Ireland) 
Hugh Earl Annesley. (Elected for 
Trelund) 
George Karl of Lucan. (lected for 
Ireland) 


Somerset Richard Earl of Belmore. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


James Francis Earl of Bandon. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

James Francis Harry Earl of 
Rosslyn 


William George Robert Earl of 
Craven 

William Hillier Earl of Onslow 

Charles Earl of Romney 

Walter John Earl of Chichester 









































134 
135 
136 
137 


138 


139 
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144 
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162 
163 
164 
165 


166 
167 


168 


XXiv 


Arthur George Earl of Wilton 

xeorge Charles Earl of Powis 

Horatio Earl Nelson 

Lawrence Earl of Rosse. (Elected | 
for Ireland) 

Charles William 
Manvers 

Robert Horace Earl of Orford 


- 


Albert Henry George Earl Grey 


Sydney Earl 


Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale 

Dudley Francis Stuart Earl of! 
Harrowby 

Henry Ulick Earl of Harewood 

Gilbert John Earl of Minto 

Alan Frederick Ear] Catheart 

James Walter Earl of Verulam 

Adelbert Wellington 
Earl Brownlow 


Brownlow | 


Henry Cornwallis Earl of St. 
Germans 

Albert Edmund Ear] of Morley 

George Cecil Orlando Earl of | 
Bradford 


William Earl Beauchamp 

John Earl of Eldon 

Richard William Penn Earl Howe 

George Edward John Mowbray Ear] 
of Stradbroke 

William Stephen Earl Temple of 
Stowe 

Francis Charles Earl of Kilmorey , 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Charles Stewart = Ear! 
(Marquess of Londonderry) 

William Archer Earl Amherst | 

Frederick Archibald Vaughan Ear] | 
Cawdor 


Vane. 


William George Earl of Munster 
Robert Adam Philips Haldane Ear] | 

of Camperdown 
| 


Thomas Francis Earl of Lichfield 
John George Earl of Durham | 
Granville George Earl Granville 


Henry Alexander Gordon Earl of | 
Eftingham | 


Henry John Earl of Ducie 


Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of 
Yarborough 


Henry John Earl Innes. 
Parburghe ) 
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(Duke of ' 
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169 
170 


- 


176 


177 
178 
179 
180 
18] 
182 
183 
184 
1&5 


186 


187 
188 
189 


190 
191 
192 
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193 
194 


| 195 


196 
197 
198 


199 
200 


202 


= 


Thomas William Earl of Leicester 
Ralph Gordon Earl of Lovelace 
Charles William 


Gainsborough 


Francis Earl of 


Francis Charles Granvilie Earl of 
Ellesmere 


Francis Edmund Cecil Earl of 
Strafford 

Kenelm Charles Edward Earl of 
Cottenham 

Henry Arthur Mornington Ear! 
Cowley 


George Arnulph Earl of Winton 
(Earl of Eqlintoun) 


William Humble Earl of Dudley 

John Francis Stanley Earl Russell 

John Earl of Kimberley 

Vesey Earl of Dartrey 

William Ernest Earl of Feversham 

Henry George Earl of Ravensworth 

Francis John Earl of Wharncliffe 

Thomas George Earl of Northbrook 

Herbert John Earl Cairns 

Victor Alexander George Robert 
Earl of Lytton 

Edward George Earl of Lathom 

George Edward Ear] Sondes 

William Waldegrave Earl of Sel- 
borne 

Walter Stafford Earl of Iddesleigh 

Cornwallis Earl de Montalt 

William Henry Forester Earl of 
Londesborough 

Gathorne Earl of Cranbrook 

Gilbert Henry Earl of Ancaster 

Charles Robert Ear] Carrington 

Robert Offley Ashburton Earl of 
Crewe 

Wilbraham Earl Egerton 

Hardinge Stanley Earl of Hals- 
bury. (In another place as Lord 
High Chancellor) 


Robert Viscount Hereford 
Byron Plantagenet Viscount Falk- 
land. (lected for Scotland) 


Viscount Bolingbroke and 
St. John 


Charles George Viscount Cobham 
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SPIRITUAL 





Falmouth 
George Master Viscount Torrington 


Maurice Viscount Leinster. (Duke 


of Leinster) 
Francis Wheler Viscount Hood 
Mervyn Edward Viscount Powers- 
court. (Elected for Ireland) 
Henry William Crosbie Viscount 
Bangor. (Elected for Ireland) 
Cornwallis Viscount Hawarden. 
(Elected for Ireland.) (In another 
place as Earl de Montalt) 


Carnegie Parker Viscount St. Vin-- - 


cent 

Henry Viscount Melville 

William Wells Viscount Sidmouth 

Henry Edward Montagu Dorington 
Clotworthy Viscount Temple- 
town. (Elected for Ireland) 

John Campbell Viscount Gordon. 
(Earl of Aberdeen) 

Edward Addington 
Viscount Exmouth 


Hargreaves, 
o 


John Luke George Viscount 
Hutchinson. (Karl of Donough- 
more) 

William Frederick Viscount Clan- 
earty. (Karl of Clanearty) 


Francis Lynch Wellington Viscount | 


Combermere 
Henry Charles Viscount Canterbury 
Rowland Richard Viscount Hill 
Henry Charles Viscount Hardinge 
Hugh Viscount Gough 
Charles Lindley Viscount Halifax 
Alexander Nelson Viscount Brid- 
port 
William Henry Berkeley Viscount 
Portman 
Henry Robert Viscount Hampden 
Garnet Joseph Viscount Wolseley 


Richard Assheton Viscount Cross. ' 
(In another place as Lord Privy ' 


Seal) 
Arthur Wellesley Viscount Peel 
Henry Thurstan Viscount Knuts- 
ford 
Henry Viscount Llandaff 
Reginald Baliol Viscount Esher 
Evelyn Viscount Cromer 


AND TEMPORAL. 


to 





Mandell Bishop of London 

Brooke Foss Bishop of Durham 

Randall Thomas Bishop of Win- 
chester 

Charles John Bishop of Gloucester 

John Charles Bishop of Liverpool 

Ernest Roland Bishop of Chichester 

Richard Bishop of Llandaff 

William Bishop of Oxford 

George Bishop of Southwell 

William Boyd Bishop of Ripon 

Edward Bishop of Lincoln 

Edward Henry Bishop of Exeter 

John Bishop of Salisbury 

Alwyne Bishop of Ely 

James Bishop of Manchester 

Francis John Bishop of Chester 

Alfred George Bishop of St. Asaph 

John Wogan Bishop of St. Albans 

John James Stewart Bishop of 
Worcester 

John Bishop of Truro 

Angustus Bishop of Lichfield 

John Wareing Bishop of Carlisle 

John Bishop of Norwich 

George Wyndham Bishop of Bath 
and Wells 

John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun 
(Earl of Hopetoun), Lord Chamber- 
lain of the Household 

Dudley Charles Lord de Ros 

Charles Botolph Joseph Lord Mow- 
bray 

(seorge Manners Lord Hastings 

Jack Southwell Lord de Clifford 

Charles Henry Rolle Lord Clinton 

Robert Nathaniel Cecil George 
Lord Zouche of Haryngworth 

Rawdon George Grey Lord Grey de 
Ruthyn 


Charles Edward Hastings Lord 


Botreaux. (Karl of Low/oun) 
Ralph Francis Julian Lord Camoys 
Henry Lord Willoughby de Broke 
Hubert George Charles Lord Vaux 

of Harrowden 
Ralph Gordon Lord Wentworth. 

(In another place as Earl of 

Lovelace) 
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Alfred Thomas Townshend 
Braye 

Robert George Lord Windsor 

William Henry John Lord North 

Beauchamp Moubray Lord St. John | 
of Bletso 

Thomas Evelyn Lord Howard de | 
Walden 

Bernard Henry Philip Lord Petre 

John Fiennes Lord Save and Sele 

John Francis Arundell of 
Wardour 

Edward Henry Stuart Lord Clifton. 
(Earl of Darnley) 

John Baptist Joseph Lord Dormer 

Henry John Philip Sidney Lord 
Teynham 

Fitzherbert Lord Stafford 

William 





Lord 


Lord 


George Frederick Lord 


Byron 


Lewis Henry Hugh Lord Clifford! : 


of Chudleigh 


Henry John Brinsley Lord Manners. : 


of Haddon. (Marquess of Granby) 
Henry de Vere Lord Barnard 


Horace Courtenay Gammell Lord 
Forbes. (Elected for Neotland) 


Alexander William Frederick Lord" 


OF THE 


301 


302 


303 
304 
305 
306 
307 
308 


309 


310 


Saltoun. (Elected for Scotland) 319 
Charles William Lord Sinclair. |" 
(Elected for Scotland) 
James Walter Lord Torphichen. 390) 
(Elected for Scotland) ita 
Alexander Hugh Lord Balfour of 39] 
Burley. (Elected for Scotland) 2 
Walter Hugh Lord Polwarth. #22 
(Elected for Scotland) 393 
Richard Edmund St. Lawrence 
Lord Boyle. (Karl of Cork and) 304 
Orrery) | 
George Lord Hay. (karl of 255 
Kinnoul) 2 
Digby Wentworth Bayard Lord | 45¢ 
Middleton r 
Debonnaire John Lord Monson 397 
Walter William Brabazon Lord 
Ponsonby. (ari of Bessborough) | 45. 
Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord, — 
Scarsdale 399 
George Florance Lord Boston .u 
Augustus Arthur Lord Lovel and | sed 
Holland. (Lar! of Eqginont) 331 


LORDS 

George Francis Augustus Lord 
Vernon 

Edward) Henry Trafalgar Lord 
Digby 


Martin Bladen Lord Hawke 

Henry Thomas Lord Foley 

Arthur de Cardonnel Lord Dinevor 

Thomas Lord Walsingham 

William Lord Bagot 

Charles Henry Lord Southampton 

John Richard Brinsley Lord Grant- 
ley 

George Bridges Harley Dennett 
Lord Rodney 

Arthur Herbert 
Somers 


Tennyson Lord 


Richard Henry Lord Berwick 

Edward Lennox Lord Sherborne 

Henry De La Poer Lord Tyrone. 
(Marquess of Wut ford) 

Richard Henry Lord Carleton. 
(Eurl of Shannon) 

Charles Lord Suftield 

Lloyd Lord Kenyon 


Charles Cornwallis Lord — Bray- 


brooke 

George Augustus Hamilton Lord 
Fisherwick. (Marquess of Done- 
gall) 

Henry Charles Lord Gage. 
count Gage) 


(1 is- 


Thomas John Lord Thurlow 
William Morton Lord Auekland 
Lord 





Mendip. 
(Viscount Clifden) 
Edmund Archibald Lord Stuart. of 
Castle Stuart. (Hurl of Moray) 
Alan Plantagenet Lord Stewart of 
Garlies. (Karl of Galloway) 

James George Henry Lord Salters- 
ford. (Earl of Courtown) 

William Lord Brodrick. 
Midleton) 

Augustus Cholmondeley Lord Cal- 
thorpe 


(Viscount 


Peter Robert Lord Gwydir 
William Thomas Lord Bolton 
John Lord Lilford 
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Thomas Lord Ribblesdale | 360 

Edward Donough Lord Inchiquin. 
(Elected for Ireland) 361 

Somerset Henry Lord Farnham. 
(Elected for Ireland) 362 

John Thomas William Lord Massy. 
(Elected for Ireland) | 363 

Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice 
Lord Muskerry. (Elected for 364 
Tre lund) | 


Francis William Lord Kilmaine. 365 
(Elected for Ireland) | 


Luke Gerald) Lord  Clonbrock. 
(Elected for Trelund) 3566 
Charles Mark Lord Headley. 
(Elected jor Lreland) 367 
Edward Henry Churchill Lord 
Crofton, (Elected for Ireland) 368 
Hercules Edward Lord Langford 
(Elected for Ireland) 369 
Dayrolles Blakeney Lord Ventry. | 370 
(Elected for Irelund) 371 
Henry O'Callaghan Lord Dunalley. 372 
(Elected for Ireland) 373 
John Henry Lord Loftus. (Mar- 
Hess of Ely) 374 
William Lord Carvsfort. (Earl of 
( ‘arysfort) 375 


George Ralph Lord Abercromby 

Charles Towry Hamilton Lord 376 
Ellenborough 

Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord | 377 
Sandys 

Henry North Lord Sheffield. (2ar] |" _ 
of Sh effield) 309 

William Macnaghten Lord Erskine 

John Thomas Lord Monteagle. 
(Marquess of Sligo) 

Bernard Arthur William Patrick 3°! 
Hastings Lord Granard. (Karl 382 
of Granard) 

———-— Lord Gardner 383 

John Thomas Lord Manners 

John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun. | 384 
(Earl of Hopetoun.) (In another | 
place as Lord Chamberlain of the | 385 
Household) 

Albert Edward Lord Castlemaine. | , 


378 


380 





(Elected for Ireland) 386 
Charles Lord Meldrum. (Aurquess| 

of Huntly) | 38% 
Lowry Egerton Lord Grinstead. | 

(Earl of Enniskillen) , 388 


William Henry Edmond de Vere. 
Sheaffe Lord Foxford. (Karl of | 389 
Limerick) 
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XXVii 


Victor Albert Francis Charles Lord 
Churchill 


George Robert Canning Lord 
Harris 

Reginald Charles Edward Lord 
Colchester 

Robert Schomberg Lord Ker. 


(Marquess of Lothin) 

Victor George Henry Francis Lord 
Minster. (Murquess Conynghamy 

James Edward William Theobald 
Lord Ormonde. = (JMurquess of 
Ormonde) 

Francis Richard Lord 
(Earl of Wemyss) 

Thomas Lord Silchester. 
Longford) 

Clotworthy John Eyre Lord Oriel. 
(Viscount Muassereene) 


Wemyss. 


(Furl of 


Hugh Lord Delamere 

Cecil Theodore Lord Forester 

John William Lord Rayleigh 

Edric Frederick Lord Gifford 

Hubert George Lord Somerhill. 
(Marquess of Clunricarde) 

James Ludovie Lord Wigan. (Lurl 
of Crawford) 

Uehter John Mark Lord Ranfurly. 
(Eurl of Ranfurly) 

Charles Stewart Henry Lord Ten- 
terden 

William Lee Lord Plunket 

William Fredk. Lord Heytesbury 

Archibald Philip Lord Rosebery. 
(Earl of Rosebery) 

Richard James Lord Clanwilliam 
(Earl of Clanwilliam) 

Henry Molyneux Lord Wynford 

Charles Gore Lord Kilmarnock. 
(Eurl of Erroll) 

Arthur James Francis Lord Fin- 
gall. (Karl of Fingall) 

William Hylton Philip 

(Earl of Sefton) 

(Earl of 


Charles ; 
Lord Sefton. 
Charles Lord Clements. 


Leitrim) 

Geoffrey Thomas Lord  Kenlis. 
(Marquess of Headfort) 

Reginald Lord Chaworth. (Karl 


of Meath) 

Charles Adolphus Lord Dunmore. 
(Earl of Dunmore) 

Augustus Frederick George War- 
wick Lord Poltimore 
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ROLL OF THE 
Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan Lord | 424 
Mostyn 


Henry Spencer Lord Templemore | 425 
Valentine Frederick Lord  Clon- | 
curry 426 
James St. Vincent Lord De San- (427 
marez 
Thomas Lord Denman | 428 
James Yorke MacGregor Lord | 499 
Abinger tae 
Philip Lord De L'Isle and Dudley 430 
Francis Denzil Edward Lord Ash- | 
burton 43) 
Edward George Perey Lord | 
Hatherton 432 


‘Archibald Brabazon Sparrow Lord | 433 
Worlingham. (Earl of Gosford) | 434 

Hallyburton George Lord Strathe- 435 
den 

Geoffrey Dominick Augustus 436 
Frederick Lord Oranmore and 437 
Browne. (Elected for Ireland) 

Simon Joseph Lord Lovat 438 

William Bateman Lord Bateman 

Algernon Hawkins Thomond Lord | 439 
Kintore. (Earl of Kintore) 440 

Derrick Warner William Lord 
Rossmore ; 44] 

Robert Shapland George Julian 
Lord Carew 

William Ashley Webb Lord De | 449 
Mauley 

Arthur Lord Wrottesley 

Charles Douglas Richard Lord | 443 


Sudeley 
Paul Sanford Lord Methuen | 444 
Henry Edward John Lord Stanley | 

of Alderley 445 
William Henry Lord Leigh 446 
Beilby Lord Wenlock 
William Lord Lurgan 447 
Thomas Spring Lord Monteagle of 

Brandon i448 


John Reginald Upton Lord Seaton | 449 
John Manley Arbuthnot Lord Keane | 


: 450 

John Lord Oxenfoord. (Earl of) _ 
Stair) (451 
George Crespigny Brabazon Lord | 452 


Vivian 
Henry Lord Congleton 453 
Victor Alexander Lord Elgin. 

(Earl of Elgin and Kineardine) \4 
Arthur Lord de Freyne | £08 
Edward Burtenshaw Lord Saint | 456 

Leonards 


c 
or cr 


‘ 


LORDS 


George 
Raglan 


Fitz-Roy Henry Lord 

Valentine Augustus Lord Kenmare. 
(Earl of Kenmare) 

Henry Lord Belper 

Richard Wogan Lord Talbot de 
Malahide 

Robert Wellesley Lord Ebury 

Charles Compton William Lord 
Chesham 

Frederic Augustus Lord Chelms- 
ford 

John Lord Churston 

Henry Lord Leconfield 

Godfrey Charles Lord Tredegar 

Fitz Patrick Henry Lord Lyveden 

Henry Charles Lord Brougham and 
Vaux 

Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord Kinnaird 

Richard Luttrell Pilkington Lord 
Westbury 

Charles Paget Fitzhardinge Lord 
Fitzhardinge 

Luke Lord Annaly 

John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 
Romilly 

James Herbert Gustavus Meredyth 
Lord Meredyth. (Lord = Ath- 
lumney) 

Windham Thomas Lord Kenry. 
(Earl of Dunraven and Mount- 
Karl) 

Henry Power Charles Stanley Lord 
Monek. (/7scount Monch) 

John Major Lord  Hartismere. 
(Lord Henniker) 

Hylton George Hylton Lord Hylton 

George Sholto Gordon Lord Pen- 
rhyn 

Gustavus Russell Lord Brancepeth. 
(Viscount Boyne) 

John Henry Lord Kesteven 

Arthur Lord Ormathwaite 

Edward Lord O'Neill 

Robert William Lord Napier 

Jenico William Joseph Lord Gor- 
manston. (Viscount Gormunston) 

Thomas Kane Lord Rathdonnell. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Hamilton Lord Lawrence 

John Lord Dunning. (Lord Lollo) 

(Earl of 


James Lord Balinhard. 
Southesk) 
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180 
481] 
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488 
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SPIRITUAL 


William Lord Hare. (Karl of 
Listowel) 

Francis Edward Lord Howard of 
Glossop 

Bernard Edward Barnaby Lord 
Castletown 


John Emerich Edward Lord Acton | 


Thomas Charles Lord Robartes 

Frederick Lord Wolverton 

Algernon William  Fulke 
Greville 

Thomas Towneley Lord O'Hagan 

William Lord Sandhurst 

William John George Lord Ettrick. 
(Lord Napier) 

Sidney James Lord 
(Earl of Normanton) 

Henry Campbell Lord Aberdare 

Henry James Lord Moncrieff 


Lord 


Somerton. | 


Bernard John Seymour 
ridge 
Thomas William Gaston Lord Emly | 
Thomas Francis Lord Cottesloe 
Herbert Perrott Murray Lord! 
Hampton 
Charles Alexander 
(Kurl of Home) 
Arthur George Maule Lord Ramsey. 
(Earl of Dathousic) 
John Henry Lord 
(Karl Erne) 
William Richard Lord Harlech 
Henry Gerard Lord Alington 
Wilbraham Frederic Lord 
mache 
William Canstield Lord Gerard 
Lionel Sackville Lord Sackville 
Charles Bowyer Lord Norton 
Percy Lord Shute. (Viscount | 
Barrington) | 
Lawrence Hesketh Lord Haldon 
Ivor Bertie Lord Wimborne 
Arthur Edward Lord Ardilaun 
Charles Wallace Alexander Napier | 
Lord Lamington 
Arthur William Lord Trevor 


Lord Douglas. 


maa ee 


Tolle- 


Montagu William Lord Rowton 
Edward Lord Brabourne 


Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord Ampt- | > 


hill 
William Montagu Lord Tweeddale. | 
(Murquess of T'weeddale) a 
William Ulick Tristram Lord pe 
Howth. (Lurl of Howth) 


AND TEMPORAL. 


494 
495 
496 
497 
498 
499 


500 


501 


502 


504 
505 


506 


Lord Cole- | ’ 


507 
5OS 


, 509 
1510 


512 


, 513 


514 
515 
516 





Donald James Lord Reay 
Harcourt Lord Derwent 
Henry James Lord Hothfield 
Sdward Lord Tweedmouth 
Hallam Lord Tennyson 
James Lord Strathspey. 
Seafield) 
John William Lord Monk Bretton 
Walter Henry Lord Northbourne 


(Earl of 


Arthur Saunders William Charles 
Fox Lord Sudley. (Earl of 
Arrin) 


John Robert William Lord de Vesci. 
(Viscount de Vesei) 

Marmaduke Francis Lord Herries 

Mervyn Edward Lord Powerscourt. 
(In unother as Viscount 
Powerscourt) 

Frederic Lord Northington. 
Ateniey) 

Nathaniel Mayer Lord Rothschild 

John Lord Revelstoke 

Robert Lord Monkswell 

Arthur Lord Hobhouse 

Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord Lingen- 

Edward Lord Ashbourne 

Rowland Lord Saint Oswald 

Robert James Lord Wantage 

Robert Wilfrid Lord Deramore 

John Lord Montagu of Beau- 


place 


(Lord 


Henry 
lieu 

Sidney Herbert Lord Elphinstone 

Charles John Lord Colville of Cul- 
ross 

Richard Farrer Lord Herschell 

Charles William Lord Hillingdon 

Charles Lord Hindlip 

Edmund Lord Grimthorpe 

Richard de Aquila Lord Stalbridge 

William Lord Kensington 

Michael Arthur Lord Burton 

John Glencairn Carter Lord Hamil- 
ton of Dalzell 

Thomas Lord Brassey 

Henry Lord Thring 

Edward Lord Macnaghten. 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary) 

Robert Lord Connemara 

Claude Lord Bowes. (Eur! of 
Strathmore und Kinghorn) 

George Edmund Milnes Lord 
Monckton. (Viscount Galway) 


(A 


John Lord Saint Levan 
James Douglas Lord Magheramorne 
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ROLL OF THE LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 


William George Lord Armstrong 
George Limbrey Lord Basing 

William Henry Lord de Ramsey 
William Meriton Lord Cheylesmore 


{ 


Egerton Lord Addington 

John Savile Lord Savile 

Michael Lord Morris. (.4 Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

William Ventris Lord Field 

Edward Cecil Lord Iveagh 

George Lord Mount Stephen 

Samuel Lord Masham 

Frederick Sleigh Lord Roberts of | 
Kandahar 

Arthur William Acland Lord Hood | 
of Avalon 

William Lord Kelvin 

Henry John Lord Rookwood 

Alexander Burns Lord Shand 

George Lord Ashcombe 

Archibald Campbell Lord Blyths- 
wood 

Thomas Lord Crawshaw 

William Amhurst Lord Amherst of 
Hackney 

Thomas Wodehouse Lord Newton 

Henry Lyle Lord Dunleath 

John Allan Lord Llangattock 

George James Lord Playfair 

Cyril Lord Battersea 

Ernest Ambrose Lord Swansea 

Thomas Cecil Lord Farrer 

John Campbell Lord Overtoun 

Cecil Geo. Savile Lord Hawkesbury 

Arthur Lord Stanmore 

Stuart Lord Rendel 

Reginald Earle Lord Welby 

Charles Lord Russell of Killowen 

Horace Lord Davey. (4 Lord of | 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

Henry Brougham Lord Loch 

Sydney James Lord Wandsworth 

James Lord Ashton 

Herbert Coulstoun Lord Burghcelere | 

Henry Lord James 

David Robert Lord Rathmore 

Henry Lord Pirbright 

Algernon Lord Glenesk 

Henry Hucks Lord Aldenham 

Edward Lord Heneage 

John Wingfield Lord Malcolm of 
Poltalloch 


584 Hugh 


i586 Hans 


580 Hercules Arthur Temple Lord Ros- 
mead 


/581 Alexander Smith Lord Kinnear 


582 Joseph Lord Lister 
583 David Lord Fairlie. 
Glasgow) 
Richard 

(Viscount Down) 
585 Henry Ludlow Lord Ludlow 
Wellesley Lord 
Patrick 


Lord Dawnay. 


Holm 


'587 John Lord Inverclyde 


588 Donald Alexander Lord Strathcona 
and Mount Royal 

589 William Wallace Lord Newlands 

590 Horace Brand Lord Farquhar 

591 Josslyn Francis Lord Muncaster 


1592 Arthur Lawrence Lord — Hali- 
burton 

593 Horatio Herbert Lord Kitchener of 
Khartoum 

594 Philip Henry Wodehouse Lord 


Currie 


595 Joseph Russell Lord Glanusk 


596 Henry Lord Brampton 

597 Robert Thornhaugh 
worth 

598 Julian Lord Pauncefote 

599 James Patrick Bannerman Lord 
Robertson. (4 Lord of Appeal 
ig Ordinary) 

600 Henry Stafford Lord Northcote 


Lord Cran- 


,601* John Lord Avebury 





* This number is in excess of the total 
Number of Lords Spiritual and Temporal, 
the Discrepancy being caused by the 
following Lords being twice named in 


the Roll: 


Earl of Halsbury as Lord High Chancellor 


and as Earl of Halsbury (Nos.8 and 198) 
Duke of Devonshire as Lord President and 

as Duke of Devonshire (Nos. 10 and 20) 
Viscount Cross as Lord Privy Seal and as 

Viscount Cross (Nos. 11 and 228) 


| Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery as 


Lord Steward and as Earl of Pembroke 

and Montgomery (Nos. 56 and 60) 
Earl of Lovelace as Earl of Lovelace and as 

Lord Wentworth (Nos. 170 and 270) 


| Earl] de Montalt as Earl de Montalt and as 


Viscount Hawarden (Nos 191 and 209) 
Viscount Powerscourt as Viscount 
Powerscourt and as Lord Powers- 
court (Nos. 207 and 505) 
Lord Hopetoun as Lord Chamberlain and 
as Lord Hopetoun (Nos. 258 and 355) 
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COMMONS. 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS 


IN THE 


SEVENTH SESSION OF THE 


TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM AND THE FOURTEENTH OF 


QUEEN VICTORIA. 





(Compiled at the Opening of the Session.) 


A 
Abraham, William (Glamorgan, Rhondda) 
Abraham, William (Cork Co., N. East) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A., Bt. (Somerset, 
Wellington) | 
Aird, John (Paddington, N.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, William (Neweastle-under-Ly me) 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry E. (Salisbury) 
Allison, Robert A. (Cumberland, Eskdale) 
Allsopp, Hon. George H. (Worcester) 
Ambrose, Robert (Mayo, West) 
Anson, Sir William R., Bt. (Oxford Uni- 
versity) 
Anstruther, Henry T. (St. Andrews 
Burghs) 
Arch, Joseph (Norfolk, N.W.) 
Archdale, Edward M. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Arnold, Alfred (Halifax) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. (Belfast, West) 
Arrol, Sir William (Ayrshire, South) 
Asher, Alexander (Elgin Burghs) 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis (Shettield, 
Ecclesall) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair (Beds, Luton) 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. (Fife, East) 





Atherley-Jones, Llewellyn (Durham, 


N.W.) 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John (Londonderry, 
North) 

Austin, Sir John, Bt. (York, W.R., 
Osgoldeross) 

Austin, Michael (Limerick, West) 


B 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline F. (Westmoreland, 
Kendal) 
Bailey, James (Newington, Waiworth) 
Baillie, James E. B. (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, E. (Lincoln, Gainsborough) 
Jaird, John G. A. (Glasgow, Central) 
3aker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balearres, Lord (Lancashire, Chorley) 
Baldwin, Alfred (Worcester, Bewdley) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. Arthur J. (Manchester, 
Kast) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. Gerald William (Leeds, 
Central) 
Banbury, Fred. George (Camberwell, 
Peckham) 


Banes, Major George E. (West Ham, 
South) 
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Barlow, John Emmott (Somerset, Frome) ! Brigg, John (York, W.R., Keighley) 


Barnes, Fred. Gorell (Kent, Faversham) 

Barry, Rt. Hon. Arthur H. Smith-, 
(Hunts, Huntingdon) 

Barry, Edward (Cork Co., South) 

Jarry, Sir Francis Tress, Bt. (Windsor) 

Bartley, George C. T. (Islington, N.) 

Allen 5B. 


Bathurst, Hon. (Gloucester, | 


Cirencester) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire, Chester- 
tield) 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H., Bt. (Bristol, | 
W.) 

Beach, Rt. Hon. William W. B. (Hants, 
Andover) 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. (Northum- | 


berland, Hexham) 

Beckett, Ernest W. (York, N.R., Whitby) 

Begg, F. Faithfull (Glasgow, St. Rollox) 

3emrose, Sir Henry Howe (Derby) 

Bentinck, Lord Henry (Nottingham, 8.) 

Bethell, Commander Geo. Rk. (York, E.R., 
Holderness) 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.) 

Biddulph, Michael (Herefordshire, Ross) 

Bigwood, James (Middlesex, Brentford) 

3ill, Charles (Staffordshire, Leek) 

Billson, Alfred (Halifax) 

Birrell, Augustine (Fife, West) 

Blake, Edward (Longford, 5.) 

Blakiston-Houston, J. (Down, North) 

Blundell, Col. H. B. H. (Lancashire, Ince) 

Bolitho, Thomas Bedford (Cornwall, St. 
Ives) 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling (Derbyshire, N. 
East) 

Bond, Edward (Nottingham, E.) 

Bonsor, H. Cosmo O. (Surrey, Wimble- 
don) 

Boscawen, Arth. S. T. Griflith (Kent, 
Tunbridge) 

Boulnois, Edmund (Marylebone, E.) 

Bousfield, William R. (Hackney, N.) 

Bowles, Major Henry F. (Middlesex, En- 
field) 

Bowles, Thomas Gibson (Lynn Regis) 

Brassey, Albert (Oxon, Banbury) 


Brunner, Sir 


| Broadhurst, Henry (Leicester) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Guildford) 


(Surrey, 


| Brookfield, Arthur M. (Sussex, Rye) 
| Brown, Alex. Hargreaves (Shropshire, 


Wellington) 

John T., Bt. 
Northwich) 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James (Aberdeen, South) 

Brymer, Wm. Ernest (Dorset, South) 

Buchanan, Thomas R. (Aberdeenshire, 
East) 

Bullard, Sir Harry (Norwich) 

Burdett-Coutts, W. L. A. B, 
minster) 

Burns, John (Battersea) 

Burt, Thomas (Morpeth) 

Butcher, John George (York) 

Sydney C. (Tower Hamlets, 


(West- 


Buxton, 

Poplar) 
C 

Caldwell, James (Lanark, Mid) 

Cameron, Sir Charles, Bt. (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) 

Cameron, Robert (Durham, Houghton-le- 
Spring) 

Campbell, Rt. Hon. James A. (Glasgow 
and Aberdeen Universities) 
Campbell, James H. M. (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
(Stirling Burghs) 

Carew, J. Laurence (Dublin, College 
Green) 

Carlile, William Walter (Bucks, N.) 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson, Bt. (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward (Dublin Uni- 
versity) : 

Carvill, Patrick G. H. (Newry) 

Causton, Richard Knight (Southwark, 
West) 

Cavendish, Richard F. (Lancashire, North 
Lonsdale) 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 
West) 


(Derbyshire, 


' Cawley, Frederick (Lancs, Prestwich) 


Cayzer, Sir Charles Wm. (Barrow-in 
Furness) 


(Cheshire, 
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ALPHABETICAL 
Cecil, Evelyn (Herts, Hertford) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chaloner, Capt. Richard G. W. (Wilts, | 


Westbury) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birmingham, | 


W.) 

Chamberlain, J. Austen (Worcestershire, 
East) 

Channing, Francis A. 
East) 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) 

Charrington, Spencer (Tower Hamlets, 
Mile End) 

Chelsea, Viscount (Bury St. Edmunds) 

Clancy, John J. (Dublin Co., North) 

Clare, Octavius Leigh (Lancashire, Eccles) 

Clark, Dr. Gavin B. (Caithness) 

Clarke, Sir Edward (Plymouth) 

Clough, Walter Owen (Portsmouth) 

Thos. H. 


(Northampton, 


Cochrane, Hon. (Ayrshire, 
North) 

Coddington, Sir William, Bt. (Blackburn) 

Coghill? Douglas H. (Stoke-upon-Trent) 

Cohen, Benjamin L. (Islington, E.) 

Collery, Bernard (Sligo, North) 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) 

Colomb, Sir John (Great Yarmouth) 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. (Gloucester, 
Thornbury) 

Colville, John (Lanark, N.E.) 

Commins, Andrew (Cork Co., 8. East) 

Compton, Lord Alwyne F. (Beds, Biggles- 
wade) 

Condon, Thomas J. (Tipperary, FE.) 

Cook, Frederick (Lambeth, 
Kennington) 

Cooke, C. W. Radcliffe (Hereford) 

Corbet, William J. (Wicklow, East) 

Corbett, Arch. Cameron (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) 

Cornwallis, F. 8. Wykeham (Maidstone) 

Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. (Cheshire, 
Wirral) 

Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. (Corn- 
wall, Bodmin) 

Edward B. 


Lucas 


Cox, Irwin 
Harrow) 


(Middlesex, 


Cranborne, Viscount (Rochester) 
VOL. LXXVIII. [Fourru Series. ] 
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Crean, Eugene (Queen’s Co., Ossory) 

Crilly, Daniel (Mayo, North) 

Cripps, Charles Alfred (Gloucester, Stroud ) 

| Crombie, John William (Kincardineshire) 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow, Camlachie) 

Cross, Herbert Shepherd (Bolton) 

Cruddas, William Donaldson (Newcastle- 

on- Tyne) 

; Cubitt, Hon. Henry (Surrey, Reigate) 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal, N.) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, South) 

Currie, Sir Donald (Perthshire, West) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks, Wycombe) 


D 
Dalbiae, Major Philip H. (Camberwell, N.) 
Dalkeith, Earl of (Roxburgh) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles, Bt. (Ipswich) 
Daly, James (Monaghan, South) 

Dalziel, James H. (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
Davenport, Wm. 
Macclesfield) 
Davies, Col. Sir Horatio David (Chatham) 

Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 

Davitt, Michael (Mayo, South) 

Denny, Col. John M. (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, South) 

Dickinson, Robt. E. (Somerset, Wells) 

(Wilts, 


Bromley- (Cheshire, 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir J., Bt. 
Chippenham) 

Digby, J. Kenelm Wingfield- (Dorset, 
North) 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. (Glouces- 
ter, Forest of Dean) 

Dillon, John (Mayo, East) 

Disraeli, Coningsby R. (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham) 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. (Middlesex, 
Uxbridge) 

Donelan, Capt. A. J. C. (Cork, East) 

Donkin, Richard Sim (Tynemouth) 

Doogan, P. C. (Tyrone, East) 

Dorington, Sir John E., Bt. (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury) _ 

Doughty, George (Great Grimsby) 

Douglas, Rt. Hon, Aretas Akers- (Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark, North-west) 

Donglas-Pennant, Hon. Ed. 8. (Northants 


South) 


c 
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Doxford, Sir William Theodore (Sunder- 
land) 

Drage, Geoffrey (Derby) 

Drucker, G. C. Adolphus (Northampton) 

Duckworth, James(Laneashire, Middleton) 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. (Cumber- | 


land, Egremont) 

Dunn, Sir William, Bt. (Paisley) 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H., Bt. (Kent, 
Dartford) 


E 
Edwards, Owen Morgan (Merioneth- 
shire) 
Egerton, Hon. Alan de Tatton (Cheshire, 
Knutsford) 
Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. (Durham) 
Ellis, John Edward (Nottingham, Rush- 
cliffe) 
Emmott, Alfred (Oldham) 
Engledew, Charles John (Kildare, North) 
Esmonde, Sir T. Grattan, Bt. (Kerry, 
West) 
Evans, Samuel Thomas (Glamorgan, Mid) 
Evans, Sir Francis H. (Southampton) 
Evershed, Sydney (Staffordshire, Burton) 


F 
Fardell, Sir T. George (Paddington, 5.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert (Aberdeenshire, 
West) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, West) 
Farrell, Thomas Joseph (Kerry, South) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. (Hunts, 
Ramsey) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Wansbeck) 
Ronald C. 


(Northumberland, 


Ferguson, Monro (Leith 
Burghs) 

Fergusson, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. (Man- 
chester, N.E.) 

F french, Peter (Wexford, South) 

Field, Adm. Edward (Sussex, Eastbourne) 

Field, William (Dublin, St. Patrick) 

Finch, George H. (Rutland) 

Finlay, Sir Robert B, (Inverness Burghs) 

Finucane, John (Limerick, East) 

Firbank, Joseph Thomas (Hull, East) 

Fisher, William Hayes (Fulham) 

Fison, Frederick William (York, W-.R., 
Doncaster) 





ALPHABETICAL LIST OF 
| FitzGerald. Sir Robt. U. Penrose-, Bt. 





MEMBERS. 


(Cambridge) 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond G. Petty 
(Wilts, Cricklade) 

'FitzWygram, Gen. 
(Hants, Fareham) 

Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue (Yorkshire, 
Shipley) 

Flavin, Michael Joseph (Kerry, North) 

Fletcher, Sir Henry, Bt. (Sussex, Lewes) 

Flower, Ernest (Bradford, W.) 

Flynn, James C. (Cork, North) 

Folkestone, Viscount (Wilts, Wilton) 

Forster, Henry Wm. (Kent, Sevenoaks) 

Foster, Col. William Henry (Lancashire, 
Lancaster) 

Foster, Harry Seymour (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft) 

Foster, Sir B. Walter (Derby, Ilkeston) 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. H. (Wolver- 
hampton, East) 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Franeis (King’s County, 
Tullamore) 


Sir Fred. W., Bt. 


Fry, Lewis (Bristol, N.) 


G 

Galloway, William Johnson (Manchester, 

S.W.) 
Garfit, William (Boston) 
Gedge, Sydney (Walsall) 
Gibbons, John L. (Wolverhampton, 8.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Alban George H. (London) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (Herts, St. Albans) 
Gibney, James (Meath, North) 


| Giles, Charles Tyrrell (Cambridge, Wis- 


bech) 

Gilhooly, James (Cork Co., West) 

Gilliat, John Saunders (Lanes., Widnes) 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. (Leeds) 
West) 
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Wirral 


CoRNWALL (6) 
Mid, or St. Austell 
North-East, or Launceston 
North-West, or Camborne 
South-East, or Bodmin 
Truro Sau ae 
West, or St. Ives ... 


Compton, Lord Alwyne. 
Ashton, T. Gair. 


Young, Capt. Oliver. 
Loyd, A. K. 
Mount, W. G. 


Rothschild, Hon. L. W. 
Carlile, W. W. 
Curzon, Viscount. 


M ‘Calmont, H. L. B. 
Giles, C. T. 
Greene, W. R. 


Disraeli, Coningsby R. 
Ward, Hon. R. A. 
Tollemache, H. J. 
Sidebotham, J. W. 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton. 
Davenport, W. B. 

Brunner, Sir J. T. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 


M‘Arthur, W. A. 
Moulton, J. F. 

Strauss, A. 

Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Lawrence, Sir E., Bt. 
Bolitho, T. B. 
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CUMBERLAND (4) 
Cockermouth 
Mid, or Penrith 
North,or Eskdale ... 
West, or Egremont 


DERBYSHIRE (7) 
Chesterfield 
High Peak ... 
Ilkeston 
Mid... ov: 
North-East... 
South 
West 


DEVONSHIRE (8) 
East, or Honitun 
Mid, or Ashburton... 
North-East, or Tiverton 
North, or South Molton 
North-West, or Barnstaple 
South, or Totnes ... “ 
Torquay... ee 
West, or Tavistock 


DorsE1SHIRE (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


DurHAM (8) 
Barnard Castle 
Bishop Auckland ... 
Chester-le-Street 
Houghton-le-Spring 
Jarrow of 
Mid... ae 
North-West 
South-East ... 


EssEx (8) 
East or Maldon. 
Mid or Chelmsford 
North-East, or Harwich 
North, or Saffron Walden 
South-East ... : sid 
South, or Romford Le 
South-West, or Walthamstow 
West, or Epping : 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East, or Cirencester 
Forest of Dean 
Mid, or Stroud 
North, or Tewkesbury 
South, or Thornbury 


HAMPSHIRE (5) 
East, or Petersfield 
New Forest 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid, Bt. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. W. 
Allison, R. A. 
Duncombe, Hon. H. V. 


Bayley, Thomas. 
Sidebottom, W. 

Foster, Sir B. W. 
Jacoby, J. A. 

Bolton, T. D. 

Gretton, J. 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H., Bt. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Walrond, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Lambert, G. 

Gull, Sir W. Cameron, Bt. 
Mildmay, F. Bingham. 

Philpotts, Captain A. S. 

Luttrell, H. C. F. 


Sturt, Hon. H. N. 
Digby, J. K. W. 
Brymer, W. E. 
Williams, Col. R. 


Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt. 
Paulton, J. M. 

Joicey, Sir James, Bt. 
Cameron, Robert. 
Palmer, Sir C. Mark, Bt. 
Wilson, John. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Richardson, Joseph. 


Strutt, Hon. C. H. 
Usborne, T. 

Round, J. 

Gold, C. 

Rasch, Major F. C. 

Sinclair, Louis. 

Woods, Samuel. 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. M 


Bathurst. Hon. A. B. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. 
Cripps, C. A. 

Dorington, Sir J. E., Bt. 
Colston, C. E. H. A. 


Nicholson, W. G. 


Montague, Hon. J. W. E. D. Scott. 
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HAMPSHIRE (5)—cont. 
North, or Basingstoke 
South, or Fareham... 
West, or Andover ... 


HEREFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Leominster 
South, or Ross 


HERTFORDSHIRE (4) 
East, or Hertford ... 
Mid, or St. Albans... 
North, or Hitchin ... 
West, or Watford ... 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE (2) 
North, or Ramsey ... 
South, or Huntingdon 


IsLE OF WiGHT (1) 


KENT (8) 
East, or St. Augustine’s 
Isle of Thanet 
Mid, or Medway 


North- East, or Fav ersham 


North-West, or Dartford . 
South, or Ashford ae, 


South-West, or Tunbridge 


West, or Sevenoaks 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH (4) 
Blackpool ... 
Chorley 
Lancaster ... 
North Lonsdale 


LANCASHIRE, NortH-East (4) 
Accrington... . 
Clitheroe 
Darwen 
Rossendale ... 


LANCASHIRE, SouTH-EasT (8) 
Eccles ee 
Gorton 
Heywood 
Middleton ... 

Prestwich ... 


Radcliffe-cum-Farnworth ... 


Stretford 
Westhoughton 


Bootle 
Ince.. 

Leigh 
Newton 
Ormskirk 
Southport... 
Widnes 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-WEsT (7 ) 





LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Jeffreys, A. F. 
Fitz Wygram, Gen. Sir F. W. Bt. 
Beach, Rt. Hon W. W. Bramston. 


Rankin, Sir Jas., Bart. 
Biddulph, Michael. 


Cecil, Evelyn. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary. 
Hudson, G. B. 
Halsey, T. F. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H. Smith-. 


Webster, Sir R. E. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers-. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 

Barnes, F. Gorell. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart, Bt. 
Hardy, Laurence. 

Boscawen A. Griffith-. 

Forster, H. W. 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W., Bt. 
Balcarres, Lord. 

Fcster, Col. W. H. 

Cavendish, Richd. F. 


Leese, Sir J. F. 
Kay-Shuttleworth. Rt. Hon. Sir U.J. 
Rutherford, John. 


Clare, O. L. 

Hatch, E. F. G. 

Kemp, G. 

Duckworth, J. 

Cawley, F. 

Mellor, Col. J. J. 
Maclure, Sir J. W., Bt. 
Stanley, Lord. 


Sandys, Col. T. M. 

Blundell, Col. H. B. Hollinshed. 
Scott, C. P. 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. R. 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur. 
Pilkington, Sir G. A. 

Gilliat, J. S. 








xliv LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


LEICESTERSHIRE (4) 
East, or Melton 
Mid, or Loughborough 
South, or Harborough 
West, or Bosworth 
LINCOLNSHIRE (7) 
East Lindsey, or Louth 
Holland, or Spalding 
North Kesteven, or Sleaford 
North Lindsey, or Brigg ... 
South Kesteven, or Stamford 
South Lindsey, or Horncastle 


West Lindsey, or Gainsborough ... 


MIDDLESEX (7) 
Brentford 
Ealing 
Enfield 
Harrow 
Hornsey 
Tottenham ... 
Uxbridge 


MONMOUTHSHIRE (3) 
North 
South 
West 


NORFOLK (6) 
East 
Mid... 
North Bi 
North-West 
South = 
South-West 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE (4) 
fast 
Mid... 
North 
South 


NORTHUMBERLAND (4) 
Berwick-upon-T weed 
Hexham 
Tyneside 
Wansbeck ... 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE (4) 
Bassetlaw ... 
Mansfield ... 
Newark re 
Rushceliffe ... 

OXFORDSHIRE (3) 

Mid, or Woodstock 


North, or Banbury 
South, or Henley ... 


RUTLAND (1) 





Manners, Lord E. W. 
Ferguson, J. E. J. 
Logan, J. W. 
M‘Laren, C. B. B. 


Perks, R. W. 

Pollock, H. F. 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. H, 
Reckitt, H. J. 

Younger, W. 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord. 


Bainbridge, Emerson. 


Bigwood, J. 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George. 
Bowles, Captain H. F. 

Cox, J. E. Bainbridge. 

Stephens, H. C. 

Howard, J. 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. 


M‘Kenna, R. 
Morgan, Col. Hon. F. C. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Vernon. 


Price, R. J. 
Wilson, F. W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. B. 
Arch, Joseph 
Soames, A. W. 
Hare, T. L. 


Channing, F. A. 

Pender, Sir James, Bt. 
Monckton, E. P. 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 


Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Pease, J. A. 

Fenwick, C. 


Milner, Sir F. G., Bt. 
Williams, J. Carvell. 
Newark, Viscount. 


Ellis, J. E. 


Morrell, G. H. 
Brassey, Albert. 
Hermon-Hodge, R. 'T. 


Finch, G. H. 
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SHROPSHIRE (4) 
Mid, or Wellington 
North, or Newport 
South, or Ludlow ... 
West, or Oswestry... 


SOMERSETSHIRE (7) 
Bridgwater... 
East 
Frome 
North 
South 
Wells 
West, or W ellington 


STAFFORSHIRE (7) 
Burton 
Handsworth 
Kingswinford 
Leek 
Lichfield 
North-West 
West 


SUFFOLK (5) : 
North-East, or Eye 
North, or Lowestoft . 
North-West, or Stowmarket 
South-East, or Woodbridge 
South, or Sudbury 


SURREY (6) 
Kingston 
Mid, or Epsom 
North-East, or W imbledon 
North-West, or Chertsey ... 
South-East, or Reigate 
South-West, or Guildford 


Sussex (6) 
East, or Rye 
Mid, or Lewes 
North, or East Grinstead .. 
North- West, or Horsham ... 
South, or Eastbourne 
South-West, or Chichester 


WARWICKSHIRE (4) 
North-East, or Nuneaton ... 
North, or Tamworth 
South-East, or Rugby 


South-West, or Stratford-on-Avon 


WESTMORELAND (2) 
North, or Appleby 
South, or Kendal ... 


WILTSHIRE (5) 
East, or Devizes 
North, or Cricklade ms 
North-West, or —— 
South, or Wilton ss 

West, or Westbury 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 








Brown, A. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 
More, R. J. 

Leighton, Stanley. 


Stanley, E. J. 

Hobhouse, Henry. 

Barlow, J. E. 

Llewellyn, Evan H. 
Strachey, E. 

Dickinson, Robert FE. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


Evershed, Sydney. 

Meysey- Thompson, Sir H., Bt. 
Hill, Rt. Hon. A. Staveley. 
Bill, Charles. 

Warner, T. Courtenay T. 
Heath, James. 

Henderson, Alexander. 


Stevenson, F. S. 

Foster, H. Seymour. 
Malcolm, Ian. 

Pretyman, Capt. E. G. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert, Bart. 


Skewes-Cox, T. 

Keswick, W. 

Bonsor, H. C. O. 
Leigh-Bennett, H. C. 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 


Brookfield, A. M. 
Fletcher, Sir Hy., Bt. 
Goschen, G. J., jun. 
Johnstone, J. H. 
Field, Admiral E. 
Talbot, Lord Edward. 


Newdigate, F. A. 
Muntz, P. A. 
Verney, Hon. R. G. 
Milward, Col. Victor. 


Savory, Sir Joseph, Bt. 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 


Goulding, E. A. 
Fitzmaurice, Lord E. G. Petty- 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P., Bt. 
Folkestone, Viscount. 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
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WORCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East a sh 
Mid, or Droitwich... 
North = 
South, or Evesham... 
West, or Bewdley ... 


YORKSHIRE, East RIDING (3) 


Buckrose 
Holderness... 
Howdenshire 


YORKSHIRE, NORTH RIDING (4) 


Cleveland ... 

Richmond ... ae 
Thirsk and Malton... 
Whitby ifs 


YORKSHIRE, WEST Ripine (N.) (5) 


Elland 
Keighley 
Shipley 
Skipton 
Sowerby 


YORKSHIRE, West Ripina (S.) (8) 


Barnsley... 
Colne Valley 
Doncaster ... 
Hallamshire 
Holmfirth ... 
Morley 
Normanton 
Rotherham... 


YORKSHIRE, WeEsT Ripina (E.) (6) 


Barkston Ash 
Osgoldcross 
Otley 

Pudsey 
Ripon ie 
Spen Valley 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


Chamberlain, J. Austen. 
Martin, R. Biddulph. 
Wilson, J. W. 

Long, Col. C. Wigram. 
Baldwin, Alfred. 


Holden, Sir Angus, Bt. 
Bethell, Commander G. R. 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. 


Pease, A. E. 
Hutton, John. 
Lawson, J. Grant. 


Beckett, E. W. 


Trevelyan, C. P. 

Brigg, John. 

Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue. 
Morrison, Walter. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. 


Walton, Joseph. 
Kitson, Sir J. B., Bt. 
Fison, F. W. 

Mappin, Sir F. T., Bt. 
Wilson, H. J. 
Hutton, A. E. 
Pickard, B. 

Holland, H. W. 


Gunter, Col. R. 
Austin, Sir John, Bt. 
Wyvill, M. D’Arey. 
Priestley, Briggs. 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd. 


Whittaker, T. P. 





ENGLAND-—-METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS (62 Members). 


BATTERSEA AND CLAPHAM (2 
Battersea = 
Clapham 


BETHNAL GREEN (2) 
North-East... 
South-W est 


CAMBERWELL (3) 
Dulwich 
North 
Peckham 


CHELSEA (1) 


Burns, John. 
Thornton, Perey M. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Pickersgill, E. H. 


Maple, Sir J. blundell. 
Dalbiac, Major P. H. 
Banbury, F. G. 


Whitmore, C. A. 
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LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 
CROYDON (1)... ae nS ae ... Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
DEPTFORD (1) ... i a a .... Morton, A. H. A. 

































FINSBURY (3) 
Central... as sth sis ... Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. 
Kast eas ee ae as .... Richards, H. C. 
Holborn _... a it ae ... Hall, Rt Hon. Sir Charles. 


FULHAM (1)... baa wei a ... Fisaer, W. Hayes 
(FREENWICH (1)... Shee te fk ... Gveil, Lord Hugh. 


HACKNEY (3) 


Central... a ie Bes ... Seoble, Sir Andrew R. 

North eR A ve ae ... Bousfield, W. R. 

South Se Bs ia ahs ... Robertson, Herbert 
HAMMERSMITH (1) ae iyi ek ... Goldsworthy, Major-Gen. W. T. 
HAMPSTEAD (1)... a: a a ... Hoare, E. Brodie. 


ISLINGTON (4) 
East Ae ae ae ae .... Cohen, B. L. 
North pe ae ae ... Bartley, G. C. T. 


South sas are . - ... Rollit, Sir A. K. 
West a abe 2 : ... Lough, Thomas, 


KENSINGTON (2) 
North a oe bs or ... Sharpe, W. E. T. 
South aie is o es ... Perey, Earl. 


LAMBETH (4) : 
Brixton... wi wa bg ... Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn. 
Kennington os ea a «. Uook, F. 4b. 

North ipa a jas ad ... Stanley, Sir Henry M. 
Norwood... of res a! ... Tritton, C. E. 
LEWISHAM (1) ... wee oe ay ... Penn, John 


Cee ee? (Hanson, Sir Reginald, Bt. 
LONDON, City (2) sik ‘i be (Gibbs, Hon. A. G H. 


MARYLEBONE (2) 
Kast... ay Ye us aay ... Boulnois, Edmund 
West ee <2 ag ee ... Scott, Sir S. E., Bt. 


NEWINGTON (2) 
Walworth ... bias aut ee ... Bailey, Jas. 
West 2a oe 4h 2 .... Norton, Capt. C. W. 


PADDINGTON (2) 
North ne bed ae sec ... Aird, John. 
South ade a a ao ... Fardell, Sir T. G. 


Sr. GeorGe’s, HANOVER SQUARE (1)... ... Goschen, Rt. Hon. G. J. 


Sr. PANCRAS (4) 
East we rm ids se ... Wrighton, Thos. 
North Ke or ty mae ... Moon, E. R. P. 
South a — sii es ... Jessel, Capt. H. M. 
West a Ae Ss fe ... Graham, H. R. 


SHOREDITCH (2) 
Haggerston baa ate o ... Lowles, John. 
Hoxton... rs BO ae ... Stuart, Jas. 
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SOUTHWARK (3) 
Bermondsey 
Rotherhithe 
West 


STRAND (1) 
TOWER HAMLETs (7) 


Limehouse ... 
Mile End 
Poplar 

St. George’s 
Stepney ; 
Whitechapel 


WANDSWORTH (1) 


West Ham (2) 
North 
South 


WESTMINSTER (1) 


WooLwIcH (1)... 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE (1) 
Aston MANOR (1) 


BaRrROW-IN-FURNESS (1). 
BATH, City (2) ... 
BEDFORD (1) 
BIRKENHEAD (1) 


BirMInGHAM, City (7) 
Bordesley ... 
Central 
East 
Edgbaston ... 
North 
South 
West 


BLACKBURN (2) ... 


BOLTON (2) 


Boston (1) 
Braprorp, City (3) 
Central 
East 
West 


BRIGHTON (2) 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Bow and Bromley ... 



































Lafone, Alfred. 
Macdona, J. Cumming. 
Causton, R. K. 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 


Guthrie, W. M. 

Samuel, Harry 8. 
Charrington, Spencer. 
Buxton, Sydney C. 
Marks, Harry H. 
Steadman, W. C. 
Montagu, Sir Samuel, Bt. 


Kimber, Hy. 

Gray, Ernest. 

Banes, Major G. E. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Ashmead B. 


Hughes, Col. Edwin. 


ENGLAND—PROVINCIAL CITIES AND BOROUGHS (164 Members). 


Whiteley, H. 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. Grice- 
Cayzer, Sir C. W. 


Murray, Col. C. Wyndham. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E. R. 


Pym, C. Guy. 


Lees, Sir Elliott, Bt. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse. 
Parkes, Ebenezer. 

Stone, Sir J. Benjamin. 

Lowe, F. W. 

Middlemore, J. T. 

Williams, J. Powell-. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. Joseph. 


j Hornby, Sir W. H., Bt. 


* (Coddington, Sir W., Bt. 


; Cross, H. 8. 


* \ Harwood, G. 


Garfit, W. 


Wanklyn, J. L. 
Greville, Capt. Hon. R. H. Fulke. 


Flower, Ernest. 


fLoder, Gerald W. E. 


‘ | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon-. 
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OF CONSTITUENCIES. 





Bristow, Crry (4) 


Bury St. Epmunps (1) 
CAMBRIDGE (1) ... 
CANTERBURY, City (1)... 


CARLISLE, City (1) 


CHELTENHAM (1) 
CHESTER, City (1) 
CHRISTCHURCH (1) 
COLCHESTER (1) 
CovENTRY (1) 


DARLINGTON (1) 





Wills, Sir W. H., Bt. 

Fry, Lewis. 

Hill, Sir E. Stock. 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Kenyon, Jas. 

Chelsea, Visct. 

FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose-, Bt. 
Heaton, J. Henniker. 

Gully, Rt. Hon. W. C. (SPEAKER).. 
Davies, Sir Horatio D. 

Russell, Gen. F. S. 

Yerburgh, R. A. 

Smith, Abel H. 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D., Bt. 
Murray, C. J. 

Pease, Herbt. P. 


{Bemrose, Sir H. H. 


*** | Drage, Geoffrey. 


DEVONPORT (2)... 


DEWSBURY (1) ... 


DuRHAM, City (1) 
EXETER, City (1) 
GATESHEAD (1) ... 
GLOUCESTER, CITY (1) ... 
GRANTHAM (1) ... 
GRAVESEND (1) ... 


GRIMSBY, GREAT (1) 


{ Kearley, H. E. 
* (Morton, E. J.C. 


Oldroyd, Mark. 
Wyndham, George. 
Robinson, Brooke. 
Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar 
Allan, William. 
Monk, C. J. 
Lopes, H. Y. Buller. 
Ryder, J. H. Dudley. 
Doughty, G. 
f Arnold, Alfzed. 


*** | Billson, Alfred. 


HARTLEPOOL (1) 


HEREFORD, City (1) 


HUDDERSFIELD (1) 
VOL. LXXVILI. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 








Woodall, William. 
Richardson, Sir T. 
Lucas-Shadwell, W. 
Cooke, C. W Radelific. 
Woodhouse Sir J. T. 








] LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Hutt, City (3) 
Central 
East 
West 


HYTHE (1) 
Ipswicu (2) 
KIDDERMINSTER (1) 


Leg&ps, City (5) 
Central 
East 
North 
South 
West 


LEICESTER (2) 
LINCOLN, City (1) 


LIVERPOOL, City (9) 
Abercromby 
East Toxteth 
Everton 
Exchange 
Kirkdale 
Scotland 
Walton 
West Derby 
West Toxteth 


LyNN Reais (1) 
MAIDSTONE (1) ... 
MANCHESTER, City (6) 

Kast 

North 

North-East... 

North-West 

South 

South-West 
MIDDLESBROUGH (1) 
Monxmouty District (1) 
MorPETH (1) 
NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME (1)... 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, City (2) 


NORTHAMPTON (2) 


Norwicn, Crry (2) 





King, Sir H. Seymour. 
Firbank, J. T. 
Wilson, C. H. 


Sassoon, Sir Edward, Br 


{ Goddard, D. F. 
‘** \ Dalrymple, Sir Chas., Bt. 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon, G. W. 
Leuty, T. R. 

Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. L. 
Walton, John Lawson 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 


f Broadhurst, Henry. 
* | Hazell, Walter. 


Seely, C. H. 


Iawrence, W. F. 
Warr, A. F. 

Wilcox, Sir J. A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles, 
Maclver, David. 
O’Connor, T. P. 
Stock, J. H. 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. H. 
Houston, R. P. 


Bowles, T. Gilson. 

Cornwallis, F. S. Wykeham. 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. 
Schwann, C. E. 

Fergusson, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H., Bt. 


Lorne, Rt. Hon. Marquess of. 
Galloway, W. J. 


Wilson, J. Havelock. 
Spicer, Albert. 
Burt, Thomas. 


Allen, Wm. 

fHamond, Sir C. F. 
* \Cruddas, W. D. 

(Labouchere, Henry. 

| Drucker, G. C. A. 

{ Hoare, Sir Samuel, Bt 
(Bullard, Sir Harvy. 
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LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 
NorrincHam, Orry (3) 
East ae sia Bs ih .... Bond, Edward. 
South sau sa oe v4 ... Bentinck, Dord H. 
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No. 278. British Honduras, 1898. (November 10.) No. 279. Mauritius 
and Rodrigues, 1898. (November 10.) No. 280. Grenada, 1898. 
(December 4.) No. 281. St. Vincent, 1898. (December 4.) No. 282. 
Hong Kong, 1898. (December 5.) No. 283. Jamaica, 1898-99. (De- 
cember 14.) No. 284. Lagos, 1899. (December 22.) No. 285. Seychelles, 
1898, (January 19.) No. 286. Christmas and Cocos-Keeling Islands, 
1899. (January 19.) No. 287. Straits Settlements, 1898. (January 24.) 


CrorrER CoLoNisaATION—Tenth Report of Her Majesty’s Commissioners 
appointed to carry out a scheme of colonisation in the Dominion of 
Canada, of crofters and cotters from the Western Highlands and Islands 
of Scotland ; with appendices. (November 13.) 


TRADE Rerorts-—Annual series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports on Trade 
and Finance :—No. 2363. Portugal (Angola), 1898. (November 18.) 
No. 2364. France (French Guinea), 1898. (November 24.) No. 2365. 
Russia (Agriculture in Transcaucasia), 1898. (November 24.) No. 2366. 
Russia (Odessa and District), 1898. (November 28.) No. 2367. Central 
Italy, 1898. (November 28.) No. 2368. Persia (Khorassan, 1898 and 
1899). (December 9.) No. 2369. China (Newchwang), 1898. (De- 
cember 22.) No. 2370. Greece (Finances), 1898. (December 29.) No. 
2371. Denmark (Supplementary), 1898. (January 13.) No. 2372. France 
(Senegal and Dependencies), 1898. (January 19.) No. 2373. Germany 
(German East African Coast Towns, 1899). (January 20.) No. 2374. 
Denmark (Finances 1896-7 to 1900-1). (January 25.) 

Miscellaneous Series : Reports on Subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest : —No. 517, Mexico (Federal District). (November 18). No. 518. 
Germany (Law of 1900 on Sickness and Old Age Insurance). (December 
29.) No. 519. Belgium (Flax industry of Courtrai). (January 5.) No. 
520. France (Colonies). (January 12.) a vin si ve 


GERMANY, No. 1. (1899)—Despatch to Her Majesty’s Chargé d’Affaires at 
Berlin, enclosing Copies of the Convention and Declaration between Great 
Britain and Germany, of 14th November, 1899, for the Settlement of the 
Samoan and other Questions. (November 18.) 


Mines (Expioston AT Liest CoLiiery)—Report to the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department by Mr. Chester Jones, Barrister-at-Law, and Mr. 
J. T. Robson, Her Majesty’s Inspector of Mines, on the circumstances 
attending an explosion which occurred at the Llest Colliery, Pontyrhyl, on 
the 18th August, 1899. (November 22.) 


SoutH ArricA-—Correspondence relating to the Despatch of Colonial Military 
Contingents to South Africa. (November 27.) 


Rainway AND CANAL Trarric Act, 1888—Returns made to the Board of 
Trade in pursuance of Section 39, Sub-section 2 of the Act, in respect of 
the Canals and Navigations in the United Kingdom for the year 1898. 
(November 29.) . 


PrTERHEAD HaArsourR—Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour Works (in 
continuation of [C.-9113.]) (December 4.) FE oat se 


ExpLosives (EXpLosion AT Upton Towans Factory, Gwiriian)—Report 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by Captain J. H. 
Thomson, Her Majesty's Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances 
attending an explosion of blasting gelatine which occurred in a mixing 
house of the Factory of the National Explosives Company, Limited, at Upton 
Towans, Gwithian, near Hayle, Cornwall, on the 19th October, 1899. 

(December’5.) ... Pai 
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Rattways (Continvovs Brakes)—Return by Railway Companies of the 
United Kingdom for the six months ending 30th June, 1899. (December 21.) 


Post Orrick (PARCEL Post witn Ecypr)—Agreement concerning the exchange 
of postal parcels concluded between the Post Office of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Postal Administration of 
Egypt. (December 29.) 


METROPOLITAN WATER Supply (Royat ComMission)—Final Report of Her . 


Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to inquire into the subject of the water 
supply within the limits of the Metropolitan Water Companies ; with 
index to the First and Final Reports of the Commissioners. (January 6.) 


TIxpiA (TRADE)—Statement of the trade of British India with British Posses- 
sions and Foreign Countries for the five years 1894-95 to 1898-99. 
(January 9.) 


Factory AND WorksHop—-Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of Factories 
and Workshops for the year 1898. Part Il.—Reports. (January 11.) 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1869-—Report on the Judicial Statistics 
of Seotland for the year 1898. (January 11.) 

AccipeNts TO Rattway SERVANTS (RoyaL Comission) —Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire into the causes of the accidents, 
fatal and non-fatal, to servants of railway companies and of truck owners. 
Part I.—Report. (January 24.) The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, cv. 
Natat—Correspondence relating to the defence of Natal 


(CANADA—AUSTRALIA—Further corespondence relating to the proposed con- 
struction of a cable across the Pacific Ocean (in continuation of [C. 9283], 
May, 1899) hee” ede, 5 


SovtH Arrica—Further correspondence relating to Affairs in South Africa (in 
continuation of [C.-9530], October, 1899) 


Waces AND Errects oF DECEASED SEAMEN—Account of the sums received 
and paid in respect of the wages and effects of deceased seamen in the year 
ended 31st March, 1899 we ne 


METROPOLITAN WATER SuprLy (RoyAL CoMMISSION)—Minutes of Evidence 
taken before Her Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to inquire into the 
subject of the water supply within the limits of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies. Volume I. ne ae see a ae ae ~~ 


‘TRADE Reports, 1900 (ANNUAL SEntEs)—No, 2375. Prussia (Finances, 
1897-1900). No. 2375. Italy (Southern Italy). Presented [by Com- 
mand], and ordered to lie on the Table ay on Re ih - 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877.—I. Statute made 
by the Governing Body of Pembroke College, Oxford, on 3rd March, 1899, 
amending Clause 9 of Statute II. and Clause 3 of Statute VIII. of the 
Statutes of that College. II. Statute made by the Governing Body of 
Worcester College, Oxford, at a meeting held on the 22nd of February, 
1899, and continued by adjournment the 8th March, 1899, amending 
Statute III., 10 of the Statutes of that College. III. Statute made by the 
Governing Body of Brasenose College, Oxford, the 15th March, 1899, 
altering Statutes III. and XVI. of the Statutes of that College Laid 
before the House [pursuant to Act], and to be printed... ; ses 


CoLLEGE CHARTER Act, 1871—Application received from Mason University 
College, of the City of Birmingham, for the establishment of a university 
at that city, which was submitted to the Queen in Council and referred by 
Her Majesty for the consideration and report of .a Committee of Her 
Majesty’s Privy Council, 14th July, 1899; together with a copy of the 
draft of the charter applied for. Laid before the House |pursuant to Act], 
and to be printed. (No. 2.) ... bs = ahs vr jx 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AcTS—Minutes of Committee of Council on Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act of 1889 
for counties of—I. Dorset (second minute). II. East Suffolk (sixth 
minute). III. Norfolk (eighth minute). IV. Yorks, North Riding 
(seventh minute). V. Berks (fourth minute). VI. Sussex (Western 
Division) (third minute). VII. Oxford (fifth minute). VIII. Devon 
(seventh minute) ee ape ioe ae oe a ain <a 


Lunacy-—Report to the Lord Chancellor of visits made, patients seen, and 
miles travelled by visitors of lunatics, between Ist April, 1899, and 
30th September, 1899 er pee ate ae 3a as 


County Courts Act, 1888—Order of the Lord Chancellor, dated 15th 
December, 1899, under Section 45 of the Act, ordering that William 
Henry W hitelok, Registrar of the County Court of Warw vickshire holden 
at Birmingham, shall not practise as a solicitor, and that Section 20 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879, shall not apply to the 
ottice of the said Mr. William Henry W hitelock at wu ne 


eco 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA)—Return of all loans raised in India under the 
provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the revenues of India 
outstanding at the commencement of the half-year ended on the 30th 
September, 1899, with the rates of interest and total amount payable 
thereon, &e. a 


RamscATeE HarsourR—Statement of the receipts and payments made by the 
Board of Trade for the year ended 31st March, 1899, together with an 
account of the receipt and issue of stores ner a ror 


SreaMen’s SAVINGS BANKS, MONEY ORDERS, AND TRANSMISSION OF WAGES— 


Account of all deposits received and repaid by the Board of Trade, under 
the authority of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, during the year ended 
20th November, 1898, and of the interest thereon ; statement showing the 
number and amount of seamen’s money orders issued and paid, at ports 
in the United Kingdom and at ports abroad, from 1855 to 31st March, 
1899 ; also, statement showing the receipts and payments in connection 
with the transmission of seamen’s wages from 1878 to 31st March, 1899 ... 
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LIGHTHOUSES ABROAD—Account showing the dues received, and expenditure 
incurred in the construction, repair, and maintenance of lighthouses in 
British Possessions abroad during the year 1898-99 my 


Factory AND WorksHop—1. (Manufacture of bichromate or chromate of 
potassium, or sodium) :—Special rules with regard to the employment 
of persons in chemical works in which is carried on the saeidinline of 
bichromate or chromate of potassium or sodium. 2. (Use of phosphorus 
in the manufacture of matches): Special rules with regard to the 
employment of persons in lucifer match factories in which white or 
yellow phosphorus is used... _ bd ai ‘ be 

MunicipAL CorporaTions—1. Charter of Incorporation of the Borough of 


Pudsey, Yorks, dated 13th November, 1899. 2. Charter of Incorporation 
ot the Borough of Swindon, Wilts, dated 22nd January, 1900 35 





PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853 to 1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCES)—Licences 
granted by Her Majesty to—I. Sarah Jane Cook, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison. IJ. Rose Ann Casey, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison. III. Elizabeth Franklin, a convict 
under detention in Aylesbury Prison. IV. Fanny Honey, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison. V. Jeanne Marie Dubosq, a convict 
under detention in Aylesbury Prison. VI. William Tunney. VII. 
Margaret Dearnley, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison. 
VII. Dewhannah Jones, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison. 
IX. Emily Lazenby, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899—I. Annual Statistical Report to the 
Secretary for Scotland by—-1. The University Court of the University of 
Aberdeen; 2. The University Court of the University of Edinburgh ; 
3. The University Court of the University of Glasgow. II. Abstract 
of Accounts for the year ending 3lst August, 1899, being the annual report 
of the state of the finances of the—1l. University of Aberdeen; 2. 
University of Edinburgh 

Prisons (SCOTLAND)-—Rule made by the Secretary for Scotland appointing 
the police cells at Falkirk, in the county of Stirling, to be a legal prison 
for the detention of prisoners for a period not exceeding fourteen days 
before or during or after trial 

LuNAc¥ (SCOTLAND)—General rules made by the Midlothian and Peebles 
District Lunacy Board for the government of the Midlothian and Peebles 
District Asylum. Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered 
to lie on the Table ie ss ‘as 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven of the clock. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 30TH JANUARY, 1900. 


Message to attend the Lords Commissioners by Black Rod. 
The House went, and having returned :— 


New Writs (RecEss)—Mr. SpEAKER acquainted the House that he had 
issued during the Recess Warrants for New Writs :—Clackmannan and 
Kinross (Combined Counties)—in the room of the Right Hon. John Blair 
Balfour, Lord Justice General and Lord President of the Court of 
Session in Scotland. County of Somerset (Wells Division)—in the room 
of the Hon. Hylton George Hylton Jolliffe, called up to the House of Peers 
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New Writs—York Borough —in the room of Rear Admiral Lord Charles 
Beresford (Chiltern Hundreds). London University —in the room of the 
Right Hon, Sir John Lubbock, baronet, called up to the House of Peers: 
Mid Armagh—in the room of Dumbar Plunket Barton, esquire, Judge of 
Her Majesty’s High Court of Justice in [reland —.., a re se 


New Members Sworn--Walter Murray Guthrie, esyuire—for Tower Hamlets 
(Bow and Bromley Division). Sir Edgar Vincent, K.C.M.G.—for Exeter 
Borough. Robert Edmund Dickinson, esquire-—for County of Somerset 
(Wells Division). Eugene Wason, esquire —for Clackmannan and Kinross 
(Combined Counties)... ao - oh ws oui eve wee 


ELeeTions—Ordered, That all Members who are returned for two or more 
places in any part of the United Kingdom do make their election for which 
of the places they will serve, within cne week after it shall appear that 
there is no question upon the return for that place ; and if anything shall 
come in question touching the return or election of any Member, he is to 
withdraw during the time the matter is in debate ; and that all Members 
returned upon double returns do withdraw till their returns are determined. 
Resolved, ‘That no Peer of the Realm, except such Peers of Ireland as 
shall for the time being be actually elected, and shall not have declined to 
serve, for any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, hath any right to 
vive his vote in the election of any Member to serve in Parliament —..s 


Motion made and Question proposed 


“That it isa high infringement of the liberties and privileges of the Commons 
of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, not 
leine a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, and not having declined to serve for 
any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, to concerm himself in the election 
of Members to serve for the Commons in Parliament, except only any Peer of 


Ireland, at such eleetions in Great Britain respectively, where such Peer shall _ 


appear as a candidate, or by himself, or any others, be proposed to be elected ; 
or for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail himself of any 
authority derived froin his commission, to influence the election of any Member 
to serve for the Commons in Parliament.”— (Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed 


-To leave out the words from the word ‘kingdom,’ in line 2. to the word 
‘for, in line 8." —(.Wr. James Lowther.) 


Question put 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” 
The Honse divided :—Ayes, 837; Noes, 101, (Division List, No. 1.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringement of the liberties and_ privileges 
of the Commons of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament, or 
other Peer or or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, 
and not having declined to serve for any county, city, or borough of Great 
Britain, to concern himself in the election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland, at such elections 
in Great Britain respectively where such Peer shall appear as a candidate, 
or by himself, or any others, be proposed to be elected ; or for any Lord 
Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail himself of any authority 
derived from his commission, to influence the election of any “Member to 
serve for the Commons in Parliament. 
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Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been elected or 
returned a Member of this House, or endeavoured so to be, by bribery, 
or any other corrupt practices, this House ‘will proceed with the utmost 
severity against all such persons as shall have been wilfully concerned in 
such bribery or other corrupt practices va exe ose ss 





WITNESSES—Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been 
tampering with any witness, in respect of his evidence to he given to this 
House, or any Committee thereof, or directly or indirectly hath en 
deavoured to deter or hinder any person from appearing or giving evidence, 
the same is declared to be a high crime or misdemeanour ; and this House 
will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath given false 
evidence in any case before this House, or any Committee thereof, 
this House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender 


METROPOLITAN PoLicE—Ordered, That the Commissioners of the Police of the 
Metropolis do take care that, during the Session of Parliament, the passages 
through the streets leading to this House be kept free and open, and that 
no obstruction he permitted to hinder the passage of Members to and from 
this House, and that no disorder be allowed in Westminster Hall, or in the 
passages leading to this House, during the sitting of Parliament, and that 
there be no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; and that the Sergeant at 
Arms attending this House do communicate this Order to the Com- 
missiovers aforesaid... ove sie ane ove oe ese owe 


VoTRs AND PROCEEDINGS—-Ordered, That the Votes and Proceedings of this 
HHouse be printed being first perused by Mr. Speaker; and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof; and that no person but such as he shall 


appoint do presume to print the same ov ‘be ‘st ‘es ‘a 
PRIVILRGES—-Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges be appointed ... see 
OUTLAWRIES Briii—kRead the first time ; to be read a second time... eee 


JouRNAL—Ordered, that the Journal of this House, from the end of the last 
session to the end of the present session, with an Index thereto, be printed 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented hy Command of Her Majesty during the 
Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons 
during the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 14th 
August, 1889 ;- 


1, Crofter and Cottar Colonisation Scheme—Copy of Tenth Report of 
Her Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to carry out a Scheme of 
Colonisation in the Dominion of Canada of Crofters and Cottars from the 
Western Highlands and Islands of Scotland, with Appendices. 


_ 2, Judicial Statistics (Scotland)—Copy of Report of the Judicial 
Statisties of Scotland for the year 1898, 


_ 3. East India (Trade)—Copy of Review and Tables relating to the 
Trade of British India with British Possessions and Foreign Countries for 
the five years 1894-5 to 1898-9, 
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4. Public Reeords (Ireland) —-Copy of Appendix to Thirteenth Report 
of the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records and Keeper of the State 
Papers in Ireland. An Index to the Act or Grant Books and Original 
Wills of the Diocese of Dublin from 1800 to 1858, 


4. Evictions (Ireland)—Copy of Return for the quarter ended 30th 
September, 1899, 


6. Trish Land Commission (Judicial Rents)- Copy of Returns of Judicial 
Rents fixed during March, 1899. 


7. Irish Land Commission (Judicial Rents)-—-Copy of Returns of Judicial 
Kents fixed during April and May, 1899. 


&. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings)—Copy of Return of  Pro- 
ceedings of the Commission during the month of September, 1899. 


9. Trish Land Commission (Proceedings)—-Copy of Return of Proceedings 
ot the Commission during the month of October, 1899. 
. 


10. Railway and Canal Trattic Act, 1888---Copy of Returns made to 
the Board of Trade in pursuance of section 59, sub-section (2), of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, in respect of the canals and 
navigations in the United Kingdom, for the year 1898. 


11. Railways (Continuous Brakes)—Copy of Return by the Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom on the progress made in the use of 
Continuous Brakes, ete., for the six months ending the 30th June, 1899, 


12. Meteorology—Copy of Report of the Meteorological Council to the 
Royal Society for the year ending the 3lst Mareh, 1899, 


13. Peterhead Harbour ~Copy of Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour 
Works. 


14. Post Office (Parcel Post with Egypt) —Copy of Agreement concern- 
ing the Exchange of Postal Parcels concluded between the Post Office 
vt the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Postal 
Administration of Egypt. 


15. Colonial Reports (Annual)—Copies of Reports, Nos. 277 (Bahamas, 
Annual Report for 1898), 278 (British Honduras, Annnal Report for 1898), 
279 (Mauritius and Rodrigues, Annual Report for 1898), 280 (Grenada, 
Annual Report for 1898), 281 (St. Vincent, Annual Report for 1898), 
284 (Hong Kong, Amual Report for 1898), 283 (Jamaica, Annual Report 
for 1898-9), 284 (Lagos, Annual Report for 1899), 285 (Seychelles, 
Annual Report for 1898), 286 (Christmas and Cocos Keeling Islands, 
Annual Report for 1899), and 287 (Straits Settlements, Annual Report 
for 1898). 


16. South Africa—Copy of Correspondence relating to the despatch 
of Colonial Military Contingents to South Africa. 


17. Mines (Explosion at Llest Colliery)-—Copy of Reports to the Right 
Honourable the Seerctary of State for the Home Department by Mr. 
Chester Jones, Barrister-at-Law, and Mr. J. T. Robson, Her Majesty’s 
Inspector of Mines, on the circumstances attending an explosion which 
occurred at the Llest Colliery, Pontyrhyl, on the 18th August, 1899, 
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18, Explosions (Upton Towans, Gwithian)--Copy of Report by Captain 
J. H. Thomson, R.A., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, to the 
Right Honourable the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on 
the circumstances attending an Explosion of Blasting Gelatine which 
occurred in a mixing house of the factory of the National Explosives 
Company, Limited, at Upton Towans, Gwithian, near Hayle, Cornwall, 
on the 19th October, 1899. 


19, Metropolitan Water Supply (Royal Commission)—Copy of Final 
Report of the Royal Commission appointed to inquire into the subject 
of the Water Supply within the limits of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies, with Index to the First and Final Reports of the Commissioners. 


20, Factories and Workshops--Copy of Annual Report of the Chiet 
Inspector of Factories and Workshops for the year 1898, Part IL, Reporfs. 


21. Accidents to Railway Servants: (Royal Commission) —Copy of the 
Report of the Royal Commission appointed to inquire into the causes of 
the accidents, fatal and non-fatal, to Servants of Railway Companies and 
of Truck Owners, Part [., Report. 


22. Accidents to Railway Servants (Royal Commission)—-Copy — of 
Report of the Royal Commission appointed to inquire into the causes 
of the accidents, fatal and non-fatal, to Servants of Railway Companies 
and of Truek Owners, Part IL, Minutes of Evidence and Appendices. 


23, Treaty Series (No. 18, 1899)- Copy of Convention for the Ex- 
change of Money Orders between the United States of America and the 
Colony of British Honduras. Signed at Washington, 20th February, 1899. 


24. Treaty Series (No, 19, 1899)-—Copy of Exchange of Notes between 
the United Kingdom and the United States of America, providing for the 
Establishment of a Provisional Boundary between the Dominion of 
Canada and the Territory of Alaska, in the Region about the Head of 
Lynn Canal, 20th October, 1999, 


25. Treaty Series (No, 20, 1899) -Copy of Additional Articles to the 
Convention of 11th July, 1896, between Great Britain and Italy respecting 
the Exchange of Parcels by Parcel Post. Signed at Rome, 28th October, 
1899. 


26. Treaty Series (No. 1, 1900)-—-Copy of Exchange of Notes between 
the United Kingdom and France respecting the Waiver of Consular Fee 
on the Issue of Certificates of Origin. 


27. Treaty Series (No. 2, 1900)—Copy of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and France for the Exchange of Press Telegrams by 
night at reduced rates. Signed at Paris, 8th November, 1899. Ratifi 
cations exchanged at Paris, 16th December, 1899. 


28. Treaty Series (No. 3, 1900)—Copy of Declaration between the 
United Kingdom and France prolonging for one year the Declaration 
of 11th December, 1888, regulating the Telegraphic Communication 
between the two Countries. Signed at London, 20th March, 1899. 
Ratifications exchanged at Paris, 30th December, 1899, 


29 Germany (No. 1, 1899)—-Copy of Despatch te Her Majesty's Charge 
a Affaires at Berlin, inclosing Copies of the Convention and Declaration 
between Great Britain and Germany of 14th November, 1899, for the Settle- 
ment of the Samoa and other questions. 
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30. Trade Reports (Annual Series) Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 2365 to 2374. 


31. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Series)—Copies of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos, 517 to 520. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table — ... oh eee 


RETURNS, REVORTS, &: 


MeTroroLitan WATER Surety (RoyaAL ComMisston) --Copy presented, —of 
Minutes of Evidence taken before the Royal Commission appointed to 


inquire inte the subject of the Water Supply within the limits of the 


Metropolitin Water Companies, Volume 1 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table St wis oy a Bar a ea tie 


PENAL SERvirepe Acts (CoNprrionaL LICENCES) .-Copy presented, -—of 
Conditional Licence granted to Jeanne Marie Dubosq, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison. 


Copy presented,--of Conditional Licence granted to Fanny Honey, 
a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 


Copy presented, of Conditional Licence granted to Elizabeth Lazenby, 
a conviet under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 


Copy presented, --of Conditional Licence granted to Margaret Dearnley, 
a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 


Copy presented, —of a Conditional Licenee to be at large granted to 
William “Tunney. 


Copy presented, —of Conditional Licence granted to Rosa Ann Casey, 
a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison. 


Copy presented, -of Conditional Licence granted to Dewhannah Jones, 
a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 


Copy presented, —of Conditional Licence granted to Sarah Jane Cook, 
a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison. 


Copy presented,--of Conditional Licence granted to Elizabeth Franklin, 
a conviet under detention in Aylesbury Prison na =e sie 


‘ 


Muntcrean Corvorations (New Cuarrers) Copy presented,---of Charter 
of Incorporation of the Borough of Pudsey, Yorks, dated 13th November, 
1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Charter of Incorporation of the Borough of Swin- 
don; Wilts, dated 22nd January, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Facrory AND Workshop Acts (MANUFACTURE OF BiCHROMATE OR CitKo- 
MATE OF PorAssiUM oR ‘SopitM)-—Copy presented,-—of Special Rules 
with regard to the employment of persons in Chemical Works in which is 
carrie on the manufacture of Bichromate or Chromate of Potassium or 
Sodium [by Act]: te lie upon the Table... ie i sont 


Factory AND WorksHorp Acts (USE OF PHOSPHORUS IN THE MANUFACTURE 
oF Matcnes)—-Copy presented,--of Special Rules with regard to the 
employment of persons in Lucifer Match Factories in which White or 
Yellow Phosphorus is used [by Act]: to lie upon the Table or 
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SouTH "Arrics—Copy presented,—of Further Correspondence relating to 
Affairs in South Africa [by Command] ; te lie upon the Table ve 


NaTAL—Copy pveseited,—of Correspondence relating to the Defence of Natal 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table... be ame a on 


Paciric CapLe (CANADA-AUSTRALIA)-—-Copy presented,--of Further Corre- 
spondence relating/to the proposed construction of a Cable across the 
Pacific Ocean [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Waces AND Errects OF DECEASED SEAMEN- -Account presented, ---of the 
Sums received and paid in respect of the Wages and Effects of Deceased 
Seamen in the year ended 31st March, 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ys a 5% isi Re ane is “+s eee 


RaMscate Harnocr-—Copy presented,--of Statement of the Receipts and 
Payments for the year ended 31st March, 1899, together with an Account 
of the Receipt and ia of Stores [by mee to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 1.] ss is sn ras 


Ligurnousrs AproAb —Account presented, —showing the Dues received and 
Expenditure incurred in the construction, repair, and maintenance of 
Lighthouses in British Possessions Abroad during the year 1898-9 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 2.] 


SEAMEN'S SAVINGS BANKS (MONEY ORDERS AND TRANSMISSION OF WAGES) -- 
Accounts presented, —-of ail Deposits received and repaid during the year 
ended 20th November, 1898, and Statement as to Money Orders issued 
and paid from 1855 to 31st March, 1899, and of Receipts and Payments 
in connection with the transmission of Seamen's Wages from 1878 to 
31st March, 1899 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 3.] vals ae tg = sis re 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMpRipGe Act, 1877) (Oxrorp) Copy 
presented,--of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Brasenose 
College, Oxford, on 15th March, 1899, altering Statutes II]. and XVI. of 
the Statutes of that College [by Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, [No, 4.] at he ae ae is ; 


Copy presented,--of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Pem- 

~ broke College, Oxford, on 3rd March, 1899, amending Clause 9 of Statute 
IL. and Clause II. of Statute VIII. of the Statutes of that College iby 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 5.]... : 


Copy presented,--of a Statute made by the Governing Body of 
Worcester College, Oxford, at a meeting held on 22nd February, 1899, 
and continued by adjournment on &th March, 1899, amending Statute TTL. 
10 of the Statutes of that College [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 6.] ... pred “ sos 00 — “as “a 


CoLLecE Cuarrer Act, 1871 (UNiversrry or BirMiNxciam)—Copy  pre- 
sented,—of an Application received from Mason University College of 
the City of Birmingham for the establishment of a University at that 
City ; which was submitted to the Queen in Council and referred by Her 

Majesty for the consideration and report of a Committee of Her Majesty's 

Privy Council on the 14th July, 1899; together with a Copy of the 

Draft of the Charter applied for [hy Act]; to ‘lie upon the Table ol 
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TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1&89---Copies presented,---of Minutes sane- 
tioning the subjects to be taught under Clause & of the Act for the 
following counties :—County of East Suffolk (Sixth Minute), dated 12th 
October, 1899. County of Berkshire (Fourth Minute), dated 12th 
October, 1899. County of Norfolk (Eighth Minute), dated 31st October, 
1899. County of Dorset (Second Minute), dated 9th November, 1899. 
County of the North Riding of Yorkshire (Seventh Minute), dated 9th 

- November, 1899. County of Oxford (Fifth Minute), dated 20th 

67 November, 1899. County of Sussex (Western Division) (Third Minute), 

dated 27th November, 1899. County of Devon (Seventh Minute), dated 

{th January, 1900 (hy Act]; to lie upon the Table une es . 68 


Lunacy (SCOTLAND)--Copy presented,of General Rules made by the 
Midlothian and Peebles District Lunacy Board for the government of the 
Midlothian and Peebles District Asylum [hy Act]; to lie upon the 
Table... we es ee Ls i or As es as 69 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN —Copy presented,-of Annual Statistical Report 
61 by the University Court of the University of Aberdeen for 1898-9 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 7.] 

Copy presented,—of Abstract of Accounts of the ‘University for the 
vear ending 15th Neptembe r, 1899 [by si to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed, [No, x. | Pas a6 see a oes eee eon ese 69 


a> 
=I 


University oF Epinsuncn--Copy presented,-—of Report on the State of the 
Finances of the University, made by the University Court, for the vear 
to $list August, 1899 (by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No, 9.] 
Copy presented,--of Annual Statistical Report by the University 
Court of the University of Edinburgh for the year 1898-9 [by Act]; 
és to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. [No. 10.] ane one we =—« 69 
of 
UNIVERSITY OF GLAsGow —Copy presented, ——of Annual Statistical Report by 
the University Court of the University of Glasgow for 1898-9 [by — 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed.  [No, Il. | st ae — ae 


Prisons (SCOTLAND) —Copy presented, —of Rule made by the Secretary for 
Scotland appointing the police eclls at Falkirk, in the county of Stirling, 
to be a legal Prison for the detention of prisoners, for a period not 
exceeding fourtee n days before or during or after trial [by Act]; to lie 
upon the. Table. 


68 


68 Easr Inpia (Wars ON OR BEYOND THE Borpers of British INpra)— 
Return presented, —-relative thereto {Address 17th March, 1898: Aff. 
Jolin Morley); to lie upon the Table. 


East INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INtWA)—-Copy presented,—of Return of all 

Loans raised in India, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
68 at the commencement of ‘the half-year ending on the 30th September, 
199, etc. [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No 12.] 


Sauispury PLatn (Property Purcuasep)— Return presented,—relative 
thereto | Address 26th October, 1899; Mr. Thomus Bayley]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Traps Reports (ANNUAL Serivs)—Copies presented,--of Diplomatie and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2365 and 2376 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table, 
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Pareks LAW UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House-—1, County 
Courts Act, 1888, and Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 
1879-—Copy of Order made by the Lord Chancellor, dated 26th 
September, 1899, directing that the Registrar of the County Court of 
Warwickshire, held at Birmingham, shall not practise as a solicitor, and 
that section 20 of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879, 
shall not apply to the office of Registrar of the said County Court. 


2. Lunacy. Copy of Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number 


of visits made, the number of patients seen, and the number of miles 
travelled by the Visitors of Lunatics between Ist April, 1899, and 30th 
September, 1899 [by Act]. 


RESIGNATION OF THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse--Mr., SPEAKER acquainted 
the House that he had reecived a letter from Sir Reginald Francis 
Douce Palgrave, K.C.B., the Clerk of the House, acquainting him that 
he desired to resign the Patent whereby Her Majesty assigned to 
him the office of Clerk of the House of Commons. 


The First Lord of thy Treasury (Mr, Yi J, Balfour, Monchester, kK ) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


AppkEss IN ANSWER TO Her Masesty’s Most Graciovs SreEcit—First 
Day's Debate. . 
Motion made and Question proposed—- 
* That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 
Most (rracious Sorerciqn, 
We, Your Majesty's most dutifal and loval subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
heg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 


Speech which Your Majesty: has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
—(C ‘uptain Pretyman.) 


DISCUSSION ; 
Mr. H. 1. Pease (Larlington) 76 The First Lord of the Treasury 
Sir 41. Camphell-Banneriman (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 
: (Stirlin qT Burghs) “ae 80 i a ai is 
Amendment proposed -. 


“ At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘ But we humbly express our 
regret at the want of knowledge, foresight, and judyment displayed by Your 
Majesty's advisers, alike in their conduet of South African affairs sinee 1895 and 
in their preparations for the war now proceeding.” “(Lord Edmond Fitzanaurice.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words be there added.” 
DISCUSSION : 


Mr, Drage (Derby) 


/ eS) Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Hertfordshire, 
Mr, Robson (South Shields) V37 on 


Hertford) re v- 
Mr. Sterenson (Suffolk, Eye) 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned, 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve o'clock. 
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COMMONS : WEDNESDAY, 31st JANUARY 1900. 
PETITIONS. 


Arran Knan—Petition of Attar Khan, for inquiry inte his case; to lie upon 
the Table ee i wile as wah sain CS eat or 


Boot NA —Petition of Boochuna, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Divorce —Petition from London and other places, for alteration of Law; to lie 
upou the Table ais see 


LICENSING (SALE OF [INTOXICATING Liquors)—Petition from Newton Abbot, 


for alteration of Law ; to lie uper the Table 


LocAL AUTHORITIES’ SERVANTS’ SUPERANNUATION —-Petitions for alteration of- 


Law, from Hastings and Petersfield ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaAL GoveRNMENT Act, 1894 —Petition from Totnes, for alteration of Law : 
to lie upon the Table ... sai ne es sid ‘ai “te sat 


Pook LAW AMENUMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1895-- Petition from Urr, for altera- 
tion of Law: to lie upon the Table 


Rating OF WoopLaxps—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Pocklington 
(two): and Hunslet ; to lie upon the Table... wie a “ae in 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liguors ON SuUNDAY—Vetitions against, from Bures ; 
Biggleswade ; Dollar ; Tpswich : Chelsea ; and Wood Green ; to lie upon 
the Table pa hae jae 


SANKAREN, CHANAN ---Petition of Chanan Sankaren, for redress of grievances : 
to lie upon the Table ... me ae a eae _ me ree 


VACCINATION Acts, 1867 TO 1898——Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Yeovil; and Barnstaple ; to lie upon the Table api rae ier on 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


EAST INDIA (WARS ON OR BEYOND THE BorpeErs oF Britis INpIA)— Return 
[ presented 30th January | to be printed, | No. 13}... 


SALISBURY PLAIN (PROPERTY PURCHASED) — Return {presented 30th January] 
to be printed. [No, 14] - eis ai i es a 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) —Paper [presented 30th January | to be printed. [No. 15] 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. (LOCAL INSPECTIONS) Copies presented,-—of Reports te 
the Board of Trade by the Trinity House of Deptford Strond and the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses of their Insp:etion of Local 
Lighthouses, Buoys, and Beacons (in continuation of Parliamentary aper, 
No, 73, of Session 1899) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No. 16] ose died aia Bs se Sos a ie 


Ikish LAND CoMMIsston (PROCEEDINGS)—Copy presented,---of Return of 
Proceedings during the month of November, 1899 [hy Command]: to lie 
upon the Table ae ee “ 
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AGRARIAN OUTRAGES ([RELAND) --Copy presented,---of Return for the quarter 
ended 31st December, 1899 [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table ms 


LAND Law (fRELAND) Act, L887 (Eviction Noticks)—Copy presented, —of 
Return of the Number of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 
3ist December, 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Trish LAND Commission (Jipiciat, Rents) -Copy presented, of Return of 
Judicial Rents during the month of June, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ee ds 


Evictions (IRELAND) -Copy presented, -of Return of Evictions in Treland 
for the quarter ended 3lst December, 1899 [hy Command] : to lie upon 
the Table ss a avi set ot _ ai 


Winter Assizes (IRELAND) ~Copy presented, --of Four Orders in Council, 
dated Ist November, 1899, for holding Winter Assizes in Ireland [hy 
Act]: to lie upon the Table ‘ i - 


StrreME Court or JUDICATCRE (IRELAND) Act, 1877. Copy presented, — 
of Order in Council amending Order of 25th February, 1885, rearranging 
the Circuits in Lreland [by A ct] ; to lie upon the Table 


ScupREME Court oF JUbICATURE (IRELAND) Act, 1877 Copy presented, 
of Order in Couneil giving effect to Rules of Court under the Local 
Government (Application of Enactments) Order, 1898 [hy Act]: to lie 
upon the Table eb sbi is be ae 46 


SupkeMeE Court oF Juptearure (LRELAND) ACT, 1877-—Copy presented, - 
Order in Council giving effect to Rules of Court ery ) (hy Ae} 
to lie upon the Ts able .. Ss sin 


SurrneMe Court or Fupicarcurk (IRELAND) Act, 1877--Copy presented, 
of Order in Couneil giving effeet to Rules of Court under the Local 
(rorernment (Application of Enactments) Order, 1898 [hy Act]; to lie 
upon the Table is +3 sin = ee xk ve 


CoNsOLIvATED FUND - Abstract Account presented, showing the issues made 
from the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom in the year ended 
3ist March, 1899, for the Interest and Management of the Debt, for the 
Civil List, and all other issues in the financial year for services charged 
directly on the said Fund; with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditer General thereon [Ivy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 17.) ... — = ae ee bin bes 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND RevENvres—-Abstract Accounts presented, —for 
the year ended 3}st March, 1899, together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and) Auditor General thereon {by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed, [No. 18.] wae so an hie nee 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS) 
Appropriation Accounts presented, —for the year ending 31st March, 1899, 
together with the Reports of the Cor ptroller and Auditor General 
thereon, and certain Reports upon Store Accounts [by Act]; to le upon 

the Table, and to be printed. [Noo 19]... se i cr a 
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PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House —Bank of 


England.-Aceounts of Exchequer Bills and other Government Securities 
purchased, and of the Amount of Balances of Sums issued for the Payment 
of Dividends, ete., for the year ending 5th January, 1900 [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No 20.] ... ae ne iis aon ave owe 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES (ELECTORS, Ere.) (UNtrED KINeDpom)— 
Address for “ Return showing, with regard to each Parliamentary Con- 
stituency in the United kingdom, the total number, and as far as possible, 
the number in each class of Electors on the Register now in force ; and 
also showing the Population and page Houses in cach Constituency 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No, 78, of Session nae -—(Sir 
Charles Dilke.) ... os a see 2 Ss 


ALIENS— Address for “ Return showing the names of all Aliens to whom Certi- 
ficates of Naturalisation have been issued, and whose oaths of allegiance 
have, between the Ist day of January, 1899, and the 31st day of December, 
1899, been registered at_ the Home Office, giving the county and place of 
reshde nce of the person naturalised, and including information as to any 
Aliens who have during the same period obtained Acts of Naturalisation 
from the Legislature (in continuation of !Parliamentary sich No. 140, of 
Session 1899),” (Mr. Sesse Collings.)... * 


New Wrir—-For the County of Lancaster North-East (Rossendale Division),— 
in the room of John Henry Maden, esquire (Manor of Northstead),.-—-(.Yr. 
(ladstone.) sis sae Sih oes ye 4 mr rhe 


Battor FoR Bitns, AND Mortons For THE First Four Turespays -- Motion 
made and Question proposed,-“‘ That no Bills, other than Government 
Bills, be introduced in anticipation of the ballot, and that all Members who 
desire to ballot, whether for Bills, or Motions for the first four Tuesdays of 
the session, do hand in their names at the Table during the sitting of the 
Ifouse on the first or second day of the session, and that a copy of such 
notices be handed in at the latest during the sitting of the House on the 
third day of the session : 


* That the ballot for the precedence of the said Bills and Motion be 
taken on the third day of the session at a convenient time and place to be 
appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that the introduction and First Reading of 
Bills on the fourth day be taken before (Questions and as soon after Three 
o'clock as Mr, Speaker may deem convenient.”-—(Ur. 4. J. Balfour.) 
Amendment proposed 


‘¢ Jn line 4, after the word ‘names,’ to insert the words, ‘together with the 
name of the Bill or motion for which they desire precedence.’ ”-—(.UVr. Duncombe.) 


Question proposed —“ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :--- 

The First Lord of the Treasury Sir AH, Camphell-Lannerinan 
(Mr. 4. J. Balfour, Man- (Stirling Burghs) * : 
thester, EB.) cp wai 162 Mr. Gehson Bowles (Lynn “Peyis) 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
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Ordered, That no Bills other than Government: Bills be introduced in 
anticipation of the ballot, and that all Members who desire to ballot, 
whether for Bills or Motions for the first’ four Tuesdays of the session, do 
hand in their names at the Table during the sitting of the House on the 
first or second day of the session, aud that a copy. of such notices be 
handed in at the latest during the sitting of the House on the third day 
of the, session. 


That the ballot for the precedence of the said Bills and Motions be 
taken on the third day of the session at a convenient time and place to be 
appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that the introduetion and First Reading of 
Bills on the fourth day be taken before Questions and as soon after three 
o'clock as Mr. Speaker may deem convenient. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO Her Masesty’s Most) Graictous SPEECH. 
| Second Day's Debate. } 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [30th 
January] to Question [30th January), “That an humble Address be 
- presented to Her M: ajesty, as followeth :- 
Most Gracious Sovereign 
We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects. the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great) Britain) and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses. of 
Parliament.” — (Captain. Pretyiman.) 
And which Amendment was,“ At the end of the Question, to add the 
words ; 
‘But we humbly express our regret at the want of knowledge, foresizht, 
and judgment displayed by Your Majesty's advisers, alike in their conduct of 


South Airiean affairs since 1895 and in their preparations for the war now 
proceeding, ° (Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
DEBATE resumed : 
Mr. Sterensen (Suffolk, Bye) 164 Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire. 


Col, Milward (Warwickshire, ‘ee a4 es 
Stratford on- Avon) 172 Col. Brookfield (Suisse wv, Lye) * 
Mr. Sydney Buston (Tower Si RU. Reid (Dunfries Burghs) 
Berea Poplar ) sigh 178 The Under Neeretary of Ntate for 
A. Acland-Hood (Somer: Foreign Affuirs (Vr, Brodick, 
parton re Wellington) ... 188 Surrey, Guildford) 


Pa t 


192 
201 
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218 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the debate be adjourned till to-morrow ” 


(Sir Charles Dilke) put, and agreed to, 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 


(Mr. df, Lf Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION ; 


J. Kennaway (Devonshire. The First Lord of the Treasury 
 Roailen’ ; . Bo (Mr 1.7. Balfour, Muuchester, 

Mr. Bryn Dtoherts (Carnarvon iS ae tp ea Ka 
shire, Eifion Be nee eo Nir HI. ¢ ‘wn phell - Bannerman 


(Stirling Burghs) 


‘Question put, and agreed to, 


House adjourned at half-past Five of the clock. 
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LORDS: THURSDAY, Isr FEBRUARY 1900, 
REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR IRELAND, 


Viscount CrhiepEN—Petition of Thomas Charles Agar Robartes, Viscount 
Clifden, claiming a right to vete at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House 


Kart OF MExporovci——Petition of John Horatio, Earl of Mexborough, 
claiming a right to vote at the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
ARMY (YROMANRY)—Yeomanry Training Return, 1899 oa 


ACCIDENTS TO RAILWAY SERVANTS (Royat ComMMtsston) —Report of the 
Roval Commission appointed to inquire into the causes of the accidents, 
fatal and non-fatal, to servants of railway companies and of truck owners. 
Part 2, Minutes of evidence and appendices 


Irish LAND ComMission---I. (Proceedings.) Return for month of November, 
Lag. TT. (Judicial Rents.) Return for the month of June, 1899 oe 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND)-—Return for the quarter ended 31st December, 
1899 ; sa sé 

Evictions (IRELAND)—Return of evictions in Ireland for the quarter ended 
31st December, 1899 


Lanp Law (Iretanp) Act, 1887 (Eviction Norices)—-Return of the naum- 
ber of eviction notices filed during the quarter ended 31st December, 1899 


Trape Rereorts (1900)—Annual Series, No. 2577. China (Hangchow). 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table cee ee 


Foremen Jurispicrion Act, 1890—-[, Orders in Council, ‘dated 7th October, 
1399-1, “The East African Order in Council, 1899." 2. “The Somali- 
land Order in Council, 1899.” 3. Order in Council for the discontinuance, 
as regards all such matters and cases as come within the jurisdiction of the 
Japanese Courts, of the operation of the Orders in Council regulating Her 
Majesty’s Consular jurisdiction in Japan as from 4th August, 1899. 
Il. Orders in Council, dated 27th December, 1899--1, “The Lagos Pro- 
tectorate Order in Council, 1899.” 2. The Northern Nigeria Order in 
Council, 1899.” 3. “The Southern Nigeria Order in Couneil, 1899,” 
IIL. Order in Council, dated 11th January, 1900—* The somali and Brunei 
(Repeal) Order in Council, 1900"... ‘se es oe Re bak 


MercHANT Swipeinc Act, 1894—-[. Order in Council, dated 7th ‘October, 
1899, approving certain pilotage bye-laws made by the Cork Harbour 
Commissioners. IL. Orders in Council, dated 28th November, 1899—(1) 
extending the provisions of section 444 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1x94 (Load Line) to India; (2) approving certain bye-laws made by the 
Swansea Harbour Trustees ; (3) approving certain pilotage bye-laws made 

by the Barry Pilotage Board. IIL. Orders in Couneil, dated 27th 

December, 1899-——(1) approving certain pilotage bye-laws made by the 

Belfast Harbour Commissioners ; (2) applying certain pilotage bye-laws 

made by the Corporation of Trinity House ... ~ vi is 
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LAND TRANSFER Act, 1897--—Order in Council, dated 28th November, 1899, 
postponing the operation of the Land Transfer Order in Council of 18th 
July, 1898, in certain portions of the county of London... 0... 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA Act, 185&—Order in Council, dated 28th November, 
1899, approving a statement of new and revised appointments, alterations 
of salaries, and abolition of appointment in the establishment of the 
Secretary of State for India in Council ve ot — a one 


SUPREME Court or JupicatureE Act (IRELAND), 1877-—Orders in Council-- 
[. Giving effect to Rules of Court (Bankruptey); IT. Amending Order of 
25th February, 1885, rearranging the cireuits in Ireland; IIL. Giving 
effect to Rules of Court under the Local Government (Applications of 
Knactments) Order, 1898 Sem coe ae a ste ae * 


WINTER AssiZEs ([RELAND)—Four Orders in Council, dated 1st November, 
1899, for holding winter assizes in Ireland ... ves sie sal 


INEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES AS TO MANAGEMENT)—Regulations and Orders 
made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the Home Depart 
ment, for the domestic management of the Buntingford House Retreat, 
Hertfordshire, licensed as a retreat under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to [SO 


Licutnouses, &c. (Loca INsPECTIONS)-~Reports to Board of Trade by the 
Trinity House of Deptford Strond and the Commissioners of Northern 
Lighthouses of their inspection of local lighthouses, buoys, and beacons .., 


Bank or ENnGLanp—TI. Annual Accounts of Exchequer Bills and other 
Government securities purchased. TI. Retarn of the amount of notes 
issued more than forty years which have not been presented for payment, 
and which have been written off from the total amount of notes issued 
from the Issue Department of the Bank of England 


CnuurncH TEMPORALITIES ([RELAND)-—Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General upon the acconnt of the Irish Jand Commission in respect of 
Church Temporalities in Ireland, for the year ended 31st March, 1899 ; 
together with the Account for the above period, and that from 26th July, 
1869 (the date of the [rish Church Act) to 31st Mareh, 1899... ; 


BUILDING SocretTixs——Fifth Annual Report by the Chief Registrar of Friendly 
Societies of the proceedings of the Registrars under the Building Societies 


SUPERANNUATION---Treasury Minute, dated 21st November, 1X99, granting a 
reduced retired allowance to Mr. Patrick Quinlivan, excise officer, Dublin 
collection, in the service of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, under 
Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887 ... oe 


Duciy or CornwaLt—-Account of receipts and disbursoments for the year 
ended 31st December, 1899 ... ae ' = # es 


GREEK Loan.—-Annual Account for 1899 


SarDINIAN Loan—Annual Account for 1899. Laid before the Honse [pursuant 
to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table ide We cap 
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LORD SALISBURY AND THE TREASURY—PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


The Prime Minister and The Earl of Kimberley ... 
Secretary of Niate for 
Foreign = Affairs (The 
Marquess of Salisbury) tee Dee 


Mr. JUSTICR GRANTHAM AND THE DRAN OF DuRHAM.—Question :— 


The Earl of Durham wee ©62240 Lord Monkswell ... 
The Lord Chancellor (The 
Earl of Halsbury) w. 240 


Soutw Arrican War.—Sm Winttam BUTL_er’s DespratciEs — Moved, 


‘That an humble address he presented to Her Majesty for the despatches 


of Lieutenant-General Sir William Butler while in command at the 
Cape.’ —(The Lord Monksuell.) 


The Secretary of State for Wor Lord Moukswell 
( The Marquess of Lansdowne) 246 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


Honse adjourned at Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: THURSDAY, Ist FEBRUARY 1900. 


PrivaTe Brits—Ordered, That Standing Order 195 be suspended, and that 
the time for presenting Petitions for Private Bills to the House (which 
shall have been previously endorsed by the Examiners) be extended 
to Friday, 9th February.--(/%r, Farquharson) sis a ee ae 


PETITIONS. 


Local. AUTHORITIES SERVANTS’ SCPERANNUATION—-Petition from Wimborne 
and Cranborne, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


OWNERS’ Sire VALUES—Petition from Camberwell, for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table... we ia sce sai ve 

SaLe oF INTOXICATING LiguoRS ON SUNDAY—-Petitions against, from 
Hackney ; Hackney Wick: Walthamstow; Gloucester ; and Huddersfield ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ed ves si es sa ‘ wei 


Vacemnation Acts, 1867 TO 1898---Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Camberwell ; and Wimborne and Cranborne ; to lie upon the Table —.., 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DEC EASED SEAMEN ~Account presented [30th January | 
to be printed. [No. 21]... vee ase ane se ioe nee 


CoL.LEGE CHarTER Act, 1871 (UNIVERSITY OF “amopaimn i [pre- 
genited 30th - le he printed. [No, 22.) ... iw ini 
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Foreign Jurispicrion Act, 1890 -Copy presented, -of Order in Council of 
7th October, 1899, for the discontinuance as regards all such matters and 
eases as come within the jurisdiction of the Japanese Courts, of the 
operation of the Orders in Council regulating Her Majesty’s Consular 
Jurisdiction in Japan as from 4th Angust, 1899 [hy Aet]: to le upon 
the Table. ‘ 


Copy presented,—of Order in Couneil of 7th October, 1899, entitled 
The East Africa Order in Council, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the ‘Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 7th October, 1899, entitled 
The Somaliland Order in Council, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Copy presented, —of Order in Council of 27th December, 1899, entitled 
The Northern Nigeria Order in Council, 1899 [hy Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, 

Copy presented,—ot Order in Council of 27th December, 1899, entitled 
The Southern Nigeria Order in Council, 1899 [by Act]: to lie upon the 
Table. 

Copy presented, —of Order in Council of 27th December, 1899, entitled 
The Lagos Protectorate Order in Council, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

Copy presented,-—of Order in Conneil of th January, 1900, entitled 
The Somali and Brunie (Repeal) Order in. Conneil, 1900 [by Act}; to lie 
upon the Table i ae 6 “ite - is ae ‘ 


MERCHANT Suippine Act, 1894-—Copy presented,--of Order in Ceuncil of 
7th October, 1899, approving certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Cork 
Harbour Commissioners [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 28th November, 1899, approy 
ing cértain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Barry Pilotage Board [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 28th November, 1899, approv 
ing certain Bye-laws made by the Swansea Harbour Trustees [hy Act}: to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 28th November, 1899, extend- 
ing the provisions of Section 444 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1804 
(load line), to India [by Act]: to die upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 27th December, 1899, approv- 
ing certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Belfast Harbour Commissioners 
[hy Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 27th December, 1899, approv 
ing certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Corporation of ‘Trinity House 
[by Act}; to lie upon the Table 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA Act, 1858—~ Copy presented,—-of Order in Council of 
2xth November, 1899, approving a Statement of new and revised appoint- 
ments, alterations of salaries, and abolition of appointment in the 
Establishment of the Secretary of State for India in Couneil [by Act) ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Lanp Transrer Act, 1897—Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 28th 
November, 1899, postponing the operation of the Land Transfer Order 
in Council of Isth July, 1898, in certain portions of the County of 

London [hy Act}; to lie upon the Table 
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Royat IrtsH CONSTABULARY PENSIONS-—Copy presented,—of Return showing 
the names of all Constabulary Officers now in receipt of Pensions, of all 
Head Constables, Sergeants, and Constables, and of all Widows and 
Children to whom Pensions have been granted since the Constabulary 
Estimate for 1899-1900 was prepared, with the amount and date of 
Pension in each case [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TreAsURY Citest--Account presented, for the year 1898-9, together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 23.] — 


BANK OF ENGLAND—Copy presented, of Return of the amount of Notes 
issued more than forty vears which have not been presented for payment, 
and which have been written off on the 9th November, 1899, from the 
total amount of Notes issued from the Issue Department of the Bank of 
England [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


(REEK LOAN Account presented, —of Moneys paid out of the Consolidated 
Fund for Interest and Sinking Fund on that part of the Greek Loan 
guaranteed by this Country and of the amount repaid by the Greek 
Government on account of the same to 31lst December, 1899 [by Act]: 
to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. [No, 24.] 


SARDINIAN LOAN Account presented, of the Total Sums issued out of the 
Cousolidated Fund and advanced to His Majesty the King of Sardinia, 
and of the Sums received to 31st December, 1899, for Interest and Sinking 
Fund thereof [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 25. ] 


Dvucny oF CorRNWALL—<Account presented,—of the Receipts and Disburse- 
ments of the Duchy of Cornwall for the year ended 31st December, 1829 
[by Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 26.] ... 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884—Copies presented,—of Treasury Minutes de- 
claring that the under-mentioned persons were appointed to the offices set 
against their names without a Civil Service Certificate through inad- 
vertence on the part of the Heads of their Departments, viz.:—John 
Brooks, Engine Man, Post Office, London Post Office Departmeut, dated 
30th April, 1859; Joseph Hill, Shell Moulder, Royal Laboratory, War 
Office Department, dated 26th May, 1859 ; Marianna Prince, Postmistress, 
Bridport Post Oftice Department, dated 11th January, 1865; Bryan 
M‘Donald, Rural Postman, Carrick-on-Suir Post Office Department, dated 
23rd April, 1875 ; William Cleaver, Postman, Bath Post Office Department, 
dated 24th July, 1876 ; George William Seaborne, Postmaster, Shoreham 
Post Office Department, dated 18th December, 1877 ; James Simpson, 
Postmaster, Alnwick Post Office Department, dated 25th June, 1873 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887——Copy presented,-—of Treasury Minute, dated 
Ist November, 1899, granting a reduced retired allowance to Mr. Patrick 
Quinliven, Excise Officer, Dublin Collection, in the service of the Com- 
missioner of Inland Revenue [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Army (YEOMANRY CavALry)—Copy presented,—of Training Return for 
1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table a oes es 


INERRIATE RETREATS (RULES FOR MANAGEMENT). -- Copy presented, — of 
Regulations aud Orders made with the approval of the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, for the Domestic Management of the Bunting- 
ford House Retreat, Hertfordshire, licensed as a Retreat under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 
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Paver Laib UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse-— Building 
Societies. Copy of Fifth Annual Report by the Chief Registrar of 
Friendly Societies of the Proceedings of the Registrars under the Building 
Societies Acts, Xe. [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 27.] 


TRADE AND NAviGaTion.. Return ordered, “of Accounts relating to Trade 
and Navigation of the United Kingdom for each month during the year 
1900.” (Mr. Ritchie.) Return, in part, presented accordingly ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No, 28.] 


GUESTIONS., 


SoutH AFRICAN War Sir W. Butvcer’s Reports--Questions, Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.), Mr Bainbridge (Lincoln, Gainsborough), Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.), Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.), Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.), and Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs); Answers, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover), and the First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) 


Progress oF THE War Question, Mr. W. Allan (Gateshead); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 4h 2 8 


THe ALLEGED Born Conspiracy — Questions, Mr. Bainbridge and Mr. Dalziel ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CONTEMPLATED MILITARY MEASURES —Questions, Sir Fortescue Flannery 
(Yorkshire, Shipley), Mr. Swift MacNeill, and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour * es as ne sai i sng 

THE JAMESON Ratp THE RuHopES-HAWKSLEY CORRESPONDENCE 
Questions, Mr. S. T. Evans (Glamorgan, Mid), Mr. Bainbridge, and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.), and Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THE MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT-— Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour me a sat 


THe Capiner CoMMITTEE OF DEFENCE —Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis), Mr. Dalziel, and Mr. Swift MaeNeill ; Answers, Mr. A. J) Balfour 


SurRVEYs, Maps, ETC. Questions, Mr. Hedderwick and Myr. Radelitte Cooke 
(Hereford); Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


MAFEKING STATION MASTER—Questions, Mr. Shee (Waterford, W.) and Mr. 
T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ms Ys _ 


BarBeD Wire Currers. Question, Mr. Nussey (Pontefract); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


INOCULATION OF TROOPS AGAINST ENTERIC FEvER—Question, Mr. A. E. Pease 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LorpD WOLSELEY AND THE INTELLIGENCE DEPARTMENT—THE Borer STRENGTH 
Question, Mr, Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


BorR MILitary Srores—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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THE Borer STRENGTH AT THE OUTBREAK OF W ne Mr. Bainbridge ; 
Answer Mr, J. Chamberlain .. 


OPERATIONS ON THE TUGELA Questions, Mr, Dillon ; Answers, Mr, Wyndham 


SIEGE OF LADYsmitH—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham Be sei ai, 4 


sin G, WHIte AND THE GOVERNOR OF NATAL~-Question, Mr, Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifon); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CLOTHING ror THE Troops aT THE FRONtT—Question, Mr. Warner (Stafford 
shire, Lichfield) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PUBLICATION OF NEWS AT THE WAR Orrick—-Question, Mr, Whitmore 
(Chelsea) ; Answer, Mr, Wyndham ... 


CensorsHiy OF War News Question, Mr. Hogan; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Wark CHARITABLE FUNDS -Question, Sir J. Leng (Dundee); Answer, Mr, 
Wyndham 


PROPERTY IN) THE SoutTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS Question, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain : 


AUSTRALIAN MILITARY CONTINGENT —ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS—Question, 
Mr. Thomas Curran (Sligo, 8S.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


TRANSPORT SERVICE RerURN—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ForRAGE FOR THE Front—Questions, Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, E.) ; 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell 
Williams, Birmingham, 5.) 

INDIAN. TROOPS SERVING OUT OF INDIA—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answers, The Secretary of State for 
India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


EMPLOYMENT OF INDIAN TROOPS IN SourH ArricaA—Question, Mr. 
Bainbridge ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Mavritits GArrison— Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PROMOTION FROM THE RANKS— Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


EMBODIMENT OF THE MiuitiA Force— Questions, Mr. Warner and Mr. 
Flynn ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


MititiA OFFICERS AND RETIRED PAy— Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham m i asks 


THE First MivitiA REGIMENT—Question, Sir E, T. Gourley (Sunderland) 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ CoMMISSIONS—Questions, Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) 
and Mr, Lees Knowles (Salford, W.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... _ 


f2 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixx xiii 


Page 


267 


268 


268 


268 


269 


269 








TABLE OF CONTENTS 








Ixxxiv 


February 1.) 


VOLUNTEER RECRUITING --Question, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


VOLUNTEERS AND RIFLE Practice—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham Si tee ms ae : 


LicHPIELD RIFLE) RANGE - Questions, Mr. Warner and Mr. Tomlinson 
(Preston) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


[INCORRECTLY SIGHTED RIFLES --Question, Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, Mid) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Forces AVAILABLE FOR HOME DEFENCE- -Questions, Mr, Stevenson (Suffolk, 
Eye), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), and Major Rasch 
(Essex, S.E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham and Mr. A. J. Balfour 


QUICK-FIRING GUN TRIALS—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham a3 ae eee ao oe a od 


ALLEGED OUTRAGE ON THE Stock EXCHANGE—Question, Mr. Swift Mace- 
Neill ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir 
M. White-Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) as pa ss 


Issve OF TREASURY BILLS —-Question, Mr. Bachanan (Aberdeenshire. E.) : 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir) M.  Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.) ; o. a: = roe . 


Tue Vierorta anb ALBERT -Questions, Sir E. Gourley and Mr. W. Allen ; 
Answers, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square) ze awn one soi 


Paciric CABLE Boarp —Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Eastern TELEGRAPH CoMPANY’s CONCESSION — Question, Mr. Hogan : 
Auswer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 


ANGLO-GERMAN SECRET TREATY—-Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


FAMINE IN INDIA — Question, Sir W. Wedderburn (Banffshire) ; Answer, Lord 
G. Hamilton 


HexwaM RaAiLway AccIDENT—-Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Desuin Museum—-RemovaL or OLp FURNITURE—Question, Mr. Daly 
(Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council 
on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University ) 


WorKMEN’s COMPENSATION ACT—-SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS-—(Questions, Sir 
(. 'T. Woodhouse _— — and Mr. Field; Answer, Sir M. White- 
Ridley ... fe ay te 7 


Iris Local GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry N.), Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.), and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Sera and The 

Chief Secretary for Treland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. : 
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PARCEL POST BETWEEN ENGLAND AND THE UNITED STATES—-Question, 
Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Cork Post Orrice-—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... 
CorK STAMP OFFICE —Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


TELEPHONE COMMUNICATIONS IN THE SouTH OF IRELAND —-Question, Mr. 
Maurice Healy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury _ St ot 


Iris Local GOVERNMENT ELECTION PETITIONS — Question, Mr. Dillon: 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Irish LOCAL GOVERNMENT OrDERS — Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Irish District COUNCILLORS’ DisQuALIFICATIONS. Question, Mr. Power 
(Waterford E.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


InisH AGRICULTURAL GRANTS Question, Capt. Donelan ; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour ; - ; 


RoAD MAINTENANCE IN IRELAND -Questions, Capt. Donelarn, Mr. Flynn: 
Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... = ie du an 


RELIGIOUS CONVICTIONS OF Trish JUDGES-— Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour 


[nish Propate Dury-—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S8.): Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour oe a 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN TRELAND- Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour... fe sa 


IRELAND AND THE ALLOTMENTS AcT— Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour = 


CODIFICATION OF TRISH STATUTES-- Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour a 


JUDICIAL RENTS IN IRELAND - Question, Mr. Flavin: Answer, Mr. G. W, 
Balfour os - ia i 


InisH GOLD ORNAMENTS — Question, Sir T. G. Esmonde (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Cuurcu DiscipLineé Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, Mr. A J. Balfour 


RESIGNATION OF THE CLERK OF THE HousE—VoreE OF THANKS To Sm R. 
PALGRAVE. 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Menchester, EB.) 
Sir H. Cumpbell-Banverman (Stirling Burghs) 


Resolved, nemine contradicente, That Mr. Speaker be requested to convey 
to Sir Reginald Francis Douce Palgrave, K.C.B., on his retirement from 
the office of Clerk of this House, the assurance of its sincere appreciation 
of the valuable aid it has derived from his intimate acquaintance with the 
law and custom of Parliament, acquired during upwards of forty-six vears 
of devoted service in different offices, of which thirty-one have been passec 
at the Table, where his accurate knowledge and ready advice have 
rendered constant assistance to the House and its Members in the conduet 
of its ever-increasing business. —(Mr, 1. J. Balfour.) 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO Her Masesty’s Most Gracious SreecH.—|[Third 


Day's Debate. | 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [50th 
Jannary] to Question [30th January}, “That an humble Address be 
presented to Her Majesty, as followeth : 


Most Gracious Sovereiqn, 

We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
{Captain Pretyman.) 


And which Amendment was, “ At the end of the Question to add the 
words— 


‘But we humbly express our regret at the want of knowledge, feresight, 
and judgment display ed by Your Majesty’ s advisers, alike in their conduct of 
South African affairs since 1895 and in their preparations for the war now 
proceeding.’ ”°—(Lord Edmond Fitzmaurive.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


DEBATE resumed :— 


Sir Charles Dilke (Glouceste r- Mr. Philipps (Pembroke) “Oe 
shire, Forest of Deun) .. 296 Mr. Vicar 7] Gibbs (Herts, Nt. 
The Under Secretary of State Albans) ‘ axe 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Mr. Mend (Plymouth) 
Dover) ee 316 Mr. Bartley (Islington, N. _ 
Mr. _— For. ler (Belfast, Sir Edward Grey (. Netthumber- 
Ww. us me 342 iad, Berwick) 


Motion made, aud Question proposed, “That the debate be now 
adjourned.” —(.VUr. Labouchere.) 


DISCUSSION :-— 


The First Lard of the Treasury Sir H. Cumple l-Ban neriwidan 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- (Stirling Burghs) : 
theste i E.) on .. oon Mr. Stuart ( Shoreditch, Hoxton)... 


Question put. 
Che House divided—aAves, 135; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 2.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve of the clock. 
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LORDS: FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 2xp_ 1900, 
RoLL OF THE Lorps ith $i Rie ee wed nie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, cr. 


SUPERANNUATION—Treastiry Minutes declaring that the under-mentioned per- 
sons were appointed to the offices set against their names without a 
Civil Service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the heads 
of their departments, namely ;—I. John Brooks, engineman, Post Office, 
London, Post Office Department, 30th April, 1859. II. Joseph Hill, shell 
moulder, Royal Laboratory, War Oftice Department, 26th May, 1859. III. 
Mariamia Prince, postmistress, Bridport, Post Office Department, 11th 
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January, 1865, 


IV. Bryan McDonald, rural postman, Carrick-on-Suir, 


Post Ottice Department, 23rd April, 1875. 


V. William Cleaver, postman, 





Bath, Post Office Department, 24th July, 1876. VI. George William Sea- 
horne, postmaster, Shoreham, Post Office Department, 1&th December, 
1877. VIL. James Simpson, postmaster, Alnwick, Post Office Department, 
25th June, 1873 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES (INDUSTRIAL AND PROVIDENT SOCIETIES AND TRADE 
Unions): Reports of the Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies for 1899 


LOAN SOCIETIES — Abstract of accounts of loan societies in England and Wales 
to 31st December, 1898, furnished to the Central Office for the Registry of 
Friendly Societies. Laid before the House [pursuant to Act}, and ordered 
to lie on the Table oe ae wa ; 


Land Charges Bill [Lords]—A Bill to amend the law relating to charges on 
land to matters connected therewith—-Was preseuted by the Lord Chan- 
cellor ; read the first time, and to be printed. (No. 4.) 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE—Appoiuted : The Lords following, with the 
Chairman of Committees, were named of the Committee—Duke of Bed- 
ford: Duke of Marlborough ; Duke of Northumberland ; Marquess of 
Lansdowne ; Earl Derby ; Earl Denbigh ; Earl Chestertield ; Earl Jersey ; 
Karl Laaderdale ; Earl Waldegrave ; Earl Cadogan ; Earl Belmore ; Earl 
Harrowby ; Earl Amherst ; Karl Camperdown ; Bart de Montalt ; Earl 
Carrington ; Earl Crewe ; Viscount Sidmouth ; Viscount Knutsford : Lord 
Hopetoun (Earl Hopetoun) (Lord Chamberlain): Lord Clinton ; Lord 
Zouche of Haryngworth ; Lord Balfour ; Lord Boyle (Earl of Cork and 
Orrery):; Lord Ribblesdale ; Lérd Churchill; Lord Colchester ; Lord 
Wigan (Earl Crawford) ; Lord Poltimore ; Lord Kintore (Earl Kintore) ; 
Lord Belper; Lord Brougham and Vaux; Lord Fermanagh (Karl 
Erne): Lord Sudley (Earl Arran); Lord de Vesci (Viscount de Vesei) ; 
Lord Herries ; Lord Monkswell ; Lord Colville of Culross ; Lord Welby. 
All Petitions relating to Standing Orders which shall be presented during 
the present Session referred to the Committee unless otherwise ordered ... 


STANDING COMMITTEE—-Ordered, That a Standing Committee be appointed 
for the consideration of such Public Bills as may be committed to it by the 
House 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING COMMITTEE — Appointed : 
The Lords following, with the Chairman of Committees, were named 
of the Committee : Earl Cowper, Earl Stanhope, Karl Waldegrave, Lora 
Balfour, Lord Boyle (Earl of Cork and Orrery), Lord Ribblesdate, Lord 

Kintore (Earl of Kintore), Lord Colville of Culross 
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House or Lorps Orricks—Select Committee appointed : The Lords following, 


with the Lord Chancellor, the Lord President, the Lord Privy Seal, and 
the Chairman of Committees, were named of the Committee :—Duke of 
Richmond, Duke of Northumberland, Marquess of Salisbury, Marquess 
of Ripon, Marquess of Breadalbane, Karl Chesterfield, Earl Waldegrave, 
Earl Mount Edgcumbe, Ear! Belmore, Earl Harrowby, Earl Cawdor, 
Earl Camperdown, Earl Kimberley, Earl de Montalt, Earl Cranbrook, 
Earl Ancaster, Viscount Peel, Viscount Knutsford, Lord Hopetoun 
(Earl Hopetoun) (Lord Chamberlain), Lord Badfour, Lord Boyle (Kar! 
of Cork and Orrery), Lord Ribblesdale, Lord Churchill, Lord Colchester, 
Lord Rosebery (Earl Rosebery), Lord Belper, Lord Rowton, Lord 
Tweedmouth, ‘Lord Colville of ‘Culross, Lord Macnaghten, Lord Welby, 
The Committee to meet on Friday next, at half past three o'clock .. 403 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION--The Lords following, viz. : -Earl of Chestertield, 
Earl Waldegrave, Lord Ribblesdale, Lord Colville of Culross, with the 
Chairman of Committees, were appointed a Committee to select and 
propose to the House the names of ‘the Five Lords to form a Select 
Committee for the consideration of each opposed Private Bill Oy ... 404 


QUESTION, 


Sourn AFricAN War Maps AND StrveYs —Question, Lord Saltoun ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 404 


House adjourned at a Quarter before Five of the Clock. 


COMMONS: FRIDAY, 2Np FEBRUARY 1900, 
PETITIONS. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMPTION FROM RATES) Petition from Lambeth 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table me ot x3 we 407 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 TO 1899-—Petition from Moston for alteration of 
Law ; ‘o lie upon the Table ... Ne ws ss aie = oo 208 


RATING OF WoopLANbs-- Petition from Hartlepool for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table... < ne dis ih we ‘us ..; 407 


Sale of lntoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill l’ctitions in favour from: 
Trimley, Brandeston, and Knoddishall ; to lie upon the Table... s 208 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, scree ai cpap Ist February] to he — 
[No. 29.] ee ; ee ane .. 408 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SEKLES)—Copy presented,—vf Diplomatic and 
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Pavers LAtb UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK or THE House—-l. Friendly 
Societies, Workmen's Compensation Schemes, Industrial and Provident 
Societies, and Trade Unions.---Reports of the Chief Registrar for the 
year ending 31st December, 1899 [hy Act]; to be printed. [No. 30.] 
2. Loan Societies.—Abstract of Accounts of Loan Societies in England 
and Wales to 31st December, 1898, furnished to the Central Office for 
the Registry of Friendly Societies [hy Act] 


ADJOURNMENT. — Resolved, That this House, at its rising this day, do adjourn 
till Monday next. (Sir William Walrond) ... ae : 


NEW BILLS. 


BOILERS REGISTRATION AND Inspection Bill to provide for the Registra- 
tion and Inspeecion of Boilers, ordered to be brought in by Mr, Fenwick, 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Woods, Mr. William Allan, Mr. J. Samuel, 
Mr. Joseph Walton, and Mr. Provand 


Boilers Registration and Inspection Bill “To provide for the Registra- 
tion and Tnspection of Boilers,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
real a second time upon Wednesday, 7th March, and to be printed. 


[Bill 1.]... 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE)— Bill to extend to and include Mon- 
mouthshire in the Sunday Closing (Wales) Act, 1831, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Spicer, Sir William Harcourt, Mr. M‘kenna, Mr. oe 
George, and Mr. Herbert Roberts 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill * ‘lo extend to and include Mon- 
mouthshire 1 the Sunday Closing (W ales) Act, 1881,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 14th March, 
and to be sine [Bill 2.] ... 


Mercuant Supping (LIABILITY OF SHIPOWNERS)-——Bill to amend the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act with respect to the Liability of Shipowners, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir Donald Currie, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, Sir Francis 
Evans, Mr. Warr, Sir Charles Cayzer, Colonel Denny, Sir John Leng, and 
Mr. W. F. Lawrence 


Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners) Bill “To amend the 
Merchant Shipping Act with respect to the Liability of Shipowners,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 21st Mareh, and to be printed. [Bill 3.} si -r 


WorKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) AMENDMENT— Bill to amend the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, ordered to be brought in by Colonel 
Chaloner, Mr. Goulding, Lord Willoughby de Eresby, Mr. H. 8S. Foster, 
Mr. Strutt, Mr. Giles, Mr. Carlile, and Sir Cameron Gull ... 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment Bill—‘'l'o amend the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 4th — and to be printed. 


[Bill 4]... 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT—Bill to amend the Law relating to Corporal Punish- 
ment, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wharton, Sir John Dorington, 
Mr. Halsey, Sir Mark Stewart, Mr. Jeffreys, and Sir John William 
Maclure . “ “me sis a ath xe’ ake ms 


Ixxxix 





Page 


{Os 


108 


{OX 


1ON 


tov 


oy 


$09 


109 


109 


{0t) 


109 











xe TABLE OF CONTEN’S. 
February 2.4 


Corporal Punishment Bill. “fo amend the Law relating to Corporal 
Pwnishment,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 28th March, and to be printed. [Bill 5.] 


MINES (Eigur Hours)---Bill to restrict the hours of labour in Mines to Eight 
Hours a day from bank to bank, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert 
Lewis, Mr. William Abraham, Mr. Thomas Bay ‘ley, Mr. Birrell, Sir 
Walter Foster, Mr. Jacoby, Colonel Mellor, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Ernest 
Spencer, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Woods, and Mr. Yoxall 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill- “To restrict the hours of labour in Mines to 
Right fours a day from bank to bank,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th February, and to 
be printed. [Bill 6.] ... 


Beer RETAILERS’ AND Spirit GRocERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND)—Bill to amend 
the laws relating to Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. J. H. M. Campbell, Mr. Samuel 
Young, Mr. Clancy, Mr. T. MM. Healy, and Mr. William Moore 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) Bill -* ‘lv 
amend the laws relating to Beer Retailers and Spirit Grocers’ Licences in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 11th April, and to be printed. [ Bill 7.] 


Mipwives— Bill to secure the better training of Midwives, and to regulate 
their practice, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Tatton Egerton, Sir 
William Hart Dyke, Mr. Schwann, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, 
Mr. Bonsor, Mr. Flower, and Mr. Tennant ... 


Midwives Bill-—‘‘l'o secure the better training of midwives, and to regulate 
their practice,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 28th February, and to be printed, [ Bill 8. | 


WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION Act (1897) AMENDMENT (No, 2)—Bill to amend 
the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1897, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Giles, Mr. Goulding, Colonel Chaloner, Lord Willoughby de Eresby, 
Mr. Harry Foster, Mr. Strutt, Sir Cameron Gull, and Mr. Carlile 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment (No. 2) Bill—* To 
wmend the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 25th April, and to 
be printed. | Bill 9.] ... 


REGISTRATION OF F'irms—Bill for the Registration of Firms, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Emmott, Mr. Monk, Mr. Oldroyd, Sir James Rankin, 
and Mr. Philip Stanhope 


Registration of Firms Bill—‘ For the Registration of Firms,” presented 
and read the first time; to be read a ‘second time upon W ednesday, 
2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 10]... ove 


EVICTED TENANTS (IR ELAND)—Bill for the restoration to their holdings of 
certain Evicted Tenants in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by” Mr. 
Crean, Mr. Dillon, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. T. M. Healy, and Mr. Patrick 

Aloysius M*Hugh : - A se aS 
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Evicted Tenants (Ireland) Bill—‘“ For the restoration to their holdings of 
certain Evicted Tenants in Ireland,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 21st February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 11.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SuNDAy—-Bill to prohibit the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Robert 
Cameron, Mr. Charles Wilson, Mr. Perks, Sir Edward Gourley, Mr. 
Pickard, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Firbank, Sir Frederick Mappin, Mr. 
John Wilson (Mid Durham), Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Woods, and Mr. Bainbridge 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—‘ ‘lo prohibit the sale of 
Intoxicating -Liquors on Sunday,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 11th April, and to be printed. 
| Bill 12.] - 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND)-—Bill to make further provision for Local 
Government in Counties in Scotland ; and for other purposes, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr, Nicol, Mr. Hozier, Captain Sinclair, Sir Mark 
Stewart, Mr. Colville, and Sir Thomas Gibson Carmichael... Pe hs 


Local Government (Scotland) Bill—‘“ To make further provision for Local 
Government in Counties in Scotland ; and for other purposes,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 14th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 13.] 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION Act (1897) EXTENSION—-Bill to extend the 
benefits of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, to agricultural 
labourers, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Harry Foster, Mr. Goulding, 
Mr. Strutt, Lord Willoughby de Eresby, Colonel Chaloner, Sir Cameron 
Gull, Mr. Carlile, and Mr. Giles f 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill—‘“ ‘To extend the 
benefits of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, to agricultural 
labourers,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 21st March, and to be printed. [Bill 14.] 


OvTpooR RELIEF (FRIENDLY Societtes)—Bill to amend the Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, and to relieve members of Friendly 
Societies of certain disqualifications arising from the receipt of temporary 
outdoor relief, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Galloway, Mr. Birrell, 
Mr. Arthur Morton, and Mr. Lolland 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill “To amend the Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, and to relieve members of Friendly 
Societies of certain disqualifications arising from the receipt of temporary 
outdoor relief,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 7th March, and to be printed. [Bill 15.]... 


CouNTY AND BorRouGH FRANCHISE ASSIMILATION (LONDON)—Bill to assimilate 
the County Council and Borough Council Franchise in London, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Loder, Mr. Whitmore, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Boulnois, 
Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. John Burns, Captain Jessel, and Sir George 
Fardell ... si boi ie sei a on cas 


County and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill—‘“To 
assimilate the County Council and Borough Council Franchise in London,” 
presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time upon 

Wednesday, 9th May, and to be printed. [Bill 16.] 
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Cueap Trains—Bill to amend the Cheap Trains Act, 1883, ordered to be 


brought in by Mr. Schwann, Mr. Lough, Mr. Woods, Mr. William 
Whiteley, Mr. John Burns, and Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland ? 


Cheap Trains Bill —**'l'o amend the Cheap Trains Act, 1883,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 16th May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 17.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT (1898) AMENDMENT Bill to amend the 


Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Tulley, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 'T. M. Healy, 
Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, Mr. Daly, and Mr. Patrick O’Brien 


Local Government (Ireland) Act (1898) Amendment Bill. ° ‘To amen 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 14th February, and to 
be printed, {Bill 18.] 


LONDON MUNICIPALITIES (WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) Bill to amend 
the London Government Act, 1899, in respect of the eligibility of 
women as Councillors and Aldermen, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Lough, Mr. Courtney, Mr. Birrell, Mr. John Burns, Mr. William 
Johnston, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Yoxall, and Mr. William Jones ... # 


London Municipalities (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill- «I 
amend the London Government Act, 1899, in respect of the eligibility 
of women as Councillors and Aldermen,” presented and read the first 
time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 23rd May, and to 
he printed. { Bill 19. | 


CoaL MINES ReGuLtation Acts AMENDMENT. -Bill to amend the Coal Mines 
Regulation Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Barlow, Sir Charles 
Dilke, Mr. William Abraham, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Hateh, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. M*‘lwenna, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Randell, Mr. 
Woods, and Mr. Yoxall oo aN “ies +: a -, 


Coal Mines Regulation Acts Amendment BiJl_ “To amend the Coal 
Mines Regulation Acts,” presented, and read the first time : to he read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 28th March, and to be printed. — { Bill 20.] 


STREET Notsks—-Bill to control and regulate Street Noises, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Radcliffe Cook, General Goldsworthy, Mr. 
Boulnois, Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. Duncombe, Sir George Fardell, Mr. Arnold 
Forster, Colonel Sandys, and Mr. J. W. Sidebotham ne 


Street Noises Bill-—* ‘lo control and regulate Street Noises,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 30th May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 21.]... 


Pubic Houses (ScoTLAND) LATER OPpENING—Bill to amend the Licensing 
(Scotland) Act, 1853, ordered to be brought in by Colonel Denny, Mr. 
Hedderwick, Sir William Arro!l, Mr. Colville, and Mr. M+Killop ... 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later Opening Bill—“‘I'o amend the Licens- 
ing (Scotland) Act, 1853,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday, 14th March, and to be printed. [Bill 22.] 


OLv AGE PENsIons—-Bill to confer Pensions upon Aged Persons, ordered to 
be brought in by Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir James Rankin, Sir Albert 
Rollit, Nir. Flower, Mr. Bousfield, Colonel Deuny, Mr. Carlile, and Mr. 
Rothschild... , “ ix mn om is vig ae 
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Old Age Pensions Bill—‘ To confer Pensions upon Aged Persons,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
7th March, and to be printed.” [Bill 23.] ... me ans = 


Fire BricgApEs —-Bill to promote the efficiency of Fire Brigades and for other 
purposes connected therewith, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pym, 
Captain Bowles, Mr. Malcolm, Mr. Cameron, and Sir George Fardell 


Fire Brigades Bill -“To promote the efficiency of Fire Brigades and for 
other purposes connected therewith,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 16th May, and to be printed. 


wet as he on 


Quakries — Bill to apply the provisions of the law relating to the weighing of 
minerals contracted to be gotten in coal and ironstone mines to certain 
Quarries, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Alfred Pease, Mr. John Wilson, 
Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Joseph Pease, and Mr. Richardson 


Quarries Bill —“‘l'o apply the provisions of the law relating to the weighing 
of minerals contracted to be gotten in coal and ironstone mines to certain 
(Juarries,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 7th Mareh, and to be printed. [Bill 25.] 


Cnercw Discipnine- -Bill for the better enforcement of Discipline in the 
Church of England, ordered to be brought in by Mr. David Maclver, Mr. 
Charles M‘Arthur, Mr. Houston, and Mr. Mellor Me 


Church Discipline Bill --“For the better enforcement of Discipline in the 
Church of England,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 23rd May, and to be printed. [Bill 26.] ... 


IMBECILES (TRAINING INSTITUTIONS)— Bill to exempt from poor and other 
local rates all registered Institutions for the care, training, and education 
of Idiots and Imbeciles, ordered to be brought in by Mr. ‘Tomlinson, Mr. 
Round, Sir John Maclure, Sir Frederick Mappin, Mr. Allison, Sir William 
Houldsworth, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Talbot, and Colonel Foster 


Imbeciles (Training Institutions) Bill “To exempt from poor and 
other local rates all registered Institutions for the care, training, and edu- 
cation of Idiots and Lmbeciles,” presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 27. ] 


Beer RETAILERS’ AND Spirit GROCERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND) (No. 2)—-Bill to 
amend the laws relating to Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. William Moore, Mr. J. H. 
Campbell, Sir James Haslett, and Mr. William Johnston a 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill —- 
‘To amend the laws relating to Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ 
Licences in [reland,” presented, and read the first time; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday, 7th March, and to be printed. 


[ Bill 28. | 


TENANTS IN TowNS IMPROVEMENT (IRELAND) Bill for improving the 
condition of Tenants in Towns in Ireland, ordered to be brought in 
hy Mr. Macaleese, Mr. T. D. Sullivan, Mr. Jordan, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
Mr, Hammond, Mr. Maurice Healy, Dr. Commins, and Mr, Field 
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Tenants in Towns Improvement (Ireland) Bill “or improving the 
condition of Tenants in Towns in Ireland,” presented, and read the 
first time: to le read a second time upen Wednesday, 4th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 29.] i Lies v8 is 


RoMAN CaTHoLic Disabitities Removan — Bill for the removal of certain 
Disabilities affecting Roman Catholics in Great Britain and Ireland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Flavin, Mr. Parnell, Mr. Dillon, Captain 
Donelan, Mr. John Redmond, Mr, Blake, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. 
Jordan, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. MaeNeill, Sir Thomas Esmonde, 
and Mr. Harrington .. ao 


Roman Catholic Disabilities Removal Bill “For the removal of 
certain Disabilities affecting Roman Catholics in Great Britain and 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 14th March, and to he printed. | Bill 30. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED WIFE'S SistTER)— Bill to amend the law 
as to marriage contracted in the Colonies with a deceased wife's sister, 
ordered to be brought in by Captain Jessel, Mr. Rothschild, General 
Laurie, Sir William Dunn, Mr. David Maelyer, Mr. William M*‘Arthur, 
Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Mr. Mellor, and Mr. Spicer ae ie as 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill “To amend the 
law as to marriage contracted in the Colonies with a deceased wife's 
sister,” presented and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 21st February, and to be printed. [Bill 31.]... 


CriminaAL LAW AND ProcepURE (IRELAND) AcT (1887) REPEAL-—-Bill 
to repeal the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Pinkerton, Captain Donelan, Mr. Hammond, Mr. 
Harrington, and Mr. Patrick O'Brien — ...... . 2 


Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act (1887) Repeal Bill «lo 
repeal the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887,” presented 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
25th April, and to be printed. [Bill 32.] ... 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRS TO CHILDREN—Bill to prevent the sale of 
intoxicating liquors to children, ordered to be brought in by Sir Joseph 
Leese, Mr. Joseph A, Pease, Mr. Paulton, Mr. Scott, Sir James Woodhouse, 
Sir Mark Stewart, and Mr. William Johnson 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill--“ To prevent the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time on Wednesday, 16th May, and to he printed. 


[Bill 33.] 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY SccreTigs) (No. 2)—Bill to amend the Out-door 
telief (Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Mr. Holland, and Mr. Thomas Bayley ‘ 


Out-door Relief (Friendly Societies) (No. 2) Bill- “To amend the Out- 
door Relief (Friendly Societics) Act, 1894,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 13th February, and to be 


printed. [Bill 34.] 
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PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EXTENSION TO WoOMEN)-—Bill for extending the 
Parliamentary Franchise to Women, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Faithful Begg, Mr. Firbank, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Sir John William 
Maclure, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. William Johnson, Mr. Jebb, Mr. Courtney, 
Mr. M‘Laren, Colonel Cotton-Jodrell, Captain Young, and Mr. Douglas ... 


Parliamentary Franchise (Extension to Women) Bill “For extending 
the Parliamentary Franchise to Women.” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. 


[ Bill 35. ] 


Town COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) Bill to consolidate and amend the Law relating 
to the election and proceedings of Town Councils in Scotland, ordered to 
he Ivought in by Mr. Asher, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Thomas Shaw, 
Dr. Clark, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. Cross, Mr. Gordon, and Mr. Dewar 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—-‘‘T'o consolidate and amend the Law 
relating to the election and proceedings of ‘Town Councils in Seotland,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
21st March, and to be printed. [Bill 36.] 


MANHOOD SUFFRAGE (IRELAND) — Bill to establish Manhood Suffrage in Treland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Field, Mr. Dillon, Mr. T. M. Healy, and 
Mr. Claney — oe ah oe 


Manhood Suffrage (Ireland) Bill. “To establish Manhood Suffrage in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 28th February, and to be printed. — [ Bill 37.}... 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (No. 2)--Bill to amend and 
extend the Law relating to the prohibition of the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors to Children ; and for other purposes connected therewith, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Souttar, Sir Robert Reid, Sir James Haslett, Sir 
Thomas Gibson-Carmichael, Mr. Herbert Pease, Mr. Whittaker, Mr. 
Herbert Roberts, Mr. Proyvand, and Mr. Douglas sé 1S * 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill -“‘l'o amend and 
extend the law relating to the prohibition of the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to children; and for other purposes connected therewith,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 
9th February, and to be printed. [Bill 38.] 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND)— Bill to secure access for the public to 
mountains and moorlands in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Brvee, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Asher, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir John Kinloch, 
and Sir Cameron Gull... 


Access to Mountains (Scotland) Bill—‘“ To secure access for the public to 
mountains and moorlands in Scotland,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 16th May, and to be printed. 


[Bill 39.] 


Coat MINES ReGuLAtion-- Bill to amend the Coal Mines Regulation Acts, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. William Abraham, Mr. 
William Allen, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Hatch, Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Randell, Mr. Woods, and Mr. 
Yoxall ... es sey ve oe he ne 50 =ia wae 
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Coal Mines Regulation Bill—‘‘To amend the Coal Mines Regulation Acts,” 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Appress IN ANSWER TO Her MaJsesty’s Most Gracious Sprecu.—- 
[Fourth Day’s Debate. | 

Order read for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment [January 
30th] to Question [January 30th], “ That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty as followeth— 

Most Gracious Sovereign, 

We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament. ’— Captain Pretyman.) 


And which Amendment was— 


* At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘ But we humbly express our 


regret at the want of knowledge, foresight, and judgment displayed by your 
Majesty's advisers alike in their conduct of South African affairs since 1895 and 
in their preparations for the war now proceeding.” ”—( Lord Edinond Fitzmaurice.) 


Question again proposed, * That those words be there added.” 


DEBATE resumed : 


Nir Fortescue Ilan ery Mr. C. P. Scott ( Lancashire 4 
( Yorksh ire, Sh ipley) ee 4352 Leigh) oa eee see 
Mr. Bryce CAherdern, NS.) ... 456 Colonel Blundell (Laneashire, 
The First Lord of the Ince) a oe age ; 
eldmiralty (Mr. Goschen, Captain Sinclair (Forfar) 
St. George, Hanover Square) A474 Major Rasch (Esser, SE.) — 
Siv Edward Clarke (Ply- Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvon- 
mouth)... > .. 488 shire, Kifion te ae — 
Sir H. Me Yst Thompson Colonel Saunderson (41 magh, N.) 
(Stafford, Handsworth)... 495 Mr. Dirrell ( Fife, a ee 


It being midnight, the Debate stood adjourned, 


Debate to be resumed on Monday next. 
SouTH AFRICAN War—MEssSAGe FROM MAPFEKING 


House adjourned at one minute after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: MONDAY, 5rn FEBRUARY 1900. 


House or Lorps Manuscripts —The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House 
that the Clerk of the Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Calendar 
of the Manuscripts of the House of Lords, Volume I. (New Series) (in 
continuation of Historical Manuscripts Commission ; Fourteenth Report. 
Appendix, Part VI.). The same was ordered to be printed. (No. 5.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) Minute of the Committee of Council on Education 
in Scotland, dated 5th February, 1900, relative to the Minute of the 1&th 
May, 1899, as to the application of Article 21 and Chapter IX. of the 
Code of 1899 ok : : 
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GENERAL PRISONS (IRELAND) Act, 1877—-Order in Council approving of rule 
made by the General Prisons Board, in pursuance of the Fine or Imprison- 
ment (Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1899 he ee J3: at s.. 849 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853 TO 1891 (CoNnbITIONAL LicENCE)—Licence 
granted by Her Majesty to Clara Jane Mason, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Clara Jane Mason to be at large, 
on condition that she enter the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol. 
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Lunacy Bill | Lords]|—-A Bill to amend the Lunacy Acts Was presented by 
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Isolation Hospitals (Amendment) Bill {Iords] -A Bill to amend the 
Isolation Hospitals Act, 1893—Was presented by the Earl of Lichfield ; 
read first time ; and to be printed. (No. 7.) an aa sha ... 950 
souTH AFRICAN War --CONTEMPLATED MILITARY MEASURES 
Moved; 
“That in the opinion of this House a full statement as to the military 
measures which Her Majesty's Government have in contemplation is desirable 
at the earliest possible moment.” —(7he Karl of Dunraven.) 
The Secretary of State for Wor (The Marquess of Lansdowne)... x (JO 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Tue Irrecunar Corrs—Con. Epis AND THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF 
AUXILIARY FORCES, 


DISCUSSION : 
The Earl of Dunraven i BOE Lord Mouksivell... Pe .. ~=960 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 556 


Coat Suppry ror NATIONAL REQUIREMENTS — Question, The Earl of 


Dunraven; Answer, The Marquess of Lansdowne ... 561 

House adjourned at twenty minutes past Five of the clock. 

COMMONS: MONDAY, 5rn FEBRUARY 1900, 
PETITIONS. 

LocAL AUTHORITIES’ SERVANTS’ SUPERANNUATION—-Petition from Coventry, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table me Bk ee ... 962 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill Pctition from Colne, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table : aS wea as ies ... 562 

VaccINATION Acts, 1867 To 1898—-Petition from Freebridge Lynn, for 
alteration of Law ; to tie upon the Table iis 562 
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Anwy (Minitary Savinas Banks)—Copy presented,—of Statement of the 
Amounts due by the Public to Depositors on 31st March, 1898, and of 
the Receipts, Interest, and Disbursements during the year ended 31st 
March, 1899, ete. Ld mit to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. 
|No. 31.] nis Si ie ae se ‘ 


Prisons (IRELAND)—Copy presented,-—of Order in Council approving of a 
Rule made by the General Prisons Board for Ireland, dated the 9th August, 
1899, in pursuance of the Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) 
Act, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... ‘i sah 





Pena ServitupE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE presented,—of 
Licence granted to Clara Jane Mason, a convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol 1 [by visone to lie - 
the Table ; ; 


Sourn Arrica—Copy presented,—of Notice issued by the High Commissioner 
for South Africa, on 26th January, 1900, relating to Forfeitures, etc., of 
Property situated in the South African Republic or in the Orange Free 
State declared subsequently to 10th October, 1899 [by Comm: md] : to lie 
upon the Table 5 ie Me 


Saint Lucta--Copy presented,—-of Regulation amending Rule 252 of the 
Prison Regulations with respect to Interviews between Prisoners awaiting 
their trial and their Legal Advisers [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation (ScorLAND)—Copy presented,—-of Minute of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland, dated 5th February, 1900, relative to 
the Minute of 18th May, 1899, as to the application of Article 21 and 
Chapter IX. of the Code of 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housk—-1. Charitable 
Endowment (London).---Further Return relative thereto rarde red 2nd 
August, 1894: Mr, Sterenson]; to he printed. [No. 32.] 


2, Church Temporalities (Ireland).-Copy of Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General upon the Account of the Trish Land Commission 
in respect of Church Temporalities in Ireland for the year ended 31st 
March, 1899 [hy Act]; to be printed. [No. 33.] 


3. Irish Land Commission (Account).—Copy of Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General upon the Account of the Irish Land Commission for 
the year ended 31st March, 1899 [hy Act]; to be printed. [No. 34.] 


4. Royal University of Ireland.—-Copy of Accounts of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Royal University of Ireland for the year ended 31st 
March, 1899, together with the Reports of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 35] 


New Writ—For Nottinghamshire (Newark Division) in the room of Charles 
William Sydney Pierrepont, commonly called Viscount Newark, now Ear! 
Manvers, called up to the House of the Peers. —(Sir William Walrond.) ... 
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QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAaR—IRISH VOLUNTEERS--Question, Mr. William Johnston 
(Belfast, S.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny, N.), and Mr, William 
Redmond (Clare, E.); Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury — A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, F.) 


Sin WitnrAmM BuTrLer AND Sire ALFRED MILNER—Question, Mr. Warner 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CONTEMPLATED MILITARY MerAstUKES- Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, 
Mr. A J. Balfour 


UITLANDER VOLUNTEERS—Questions, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) and 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answers, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


JAMESON Ram—THE RuwopEsS-HAWKSLEY CORRESPONDENCE —Question, 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


ARTILLERY STRENGTH—Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, The Under Seere- 
tary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


DEFECTIVE WEBLEY CARTRIDGES —Question, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SHOOTING OF British SUBJECTS COMMANDEERED BY THE ENEMY—Questions, 

Colonel Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs), Mr. Bryn Roberts erage 

alk I 2 Colonel Milward (Stratford. <upon- Avon), and Mr. T. M. 
Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain.. 


MAPEKING Station-MAsTER —Question, Mr. T. M. Healy: Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Tue Connaveut RANGERS -—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy: Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


IMPERIAL Licur Horse Eauipmenr Question, Mr. Hedderwick: Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... 


SOMERSETSHIRE VOLUNTEERS —Questions, Colonel Wyndham Murray (Bath) 
and Mr. Hobhouse (Somersetshire E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndhain ... 


CASUALTIES IN VOLUNTEER ForCES IN SOUTH AFRICA ~ Question, Mr. 
Thornton (Clapham); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
Forace ConTRACTS --Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire N.); Answer, The 


Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birming- 
ham, 4.) : 


Byp Hay For THE Royat DraGoons ~-Questions, Sir Cameron Gull (Devon- 


shire, Barnstaple); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ass 


TRANSPORT RETURN —Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) ; Answer, 


The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover 
Square)... Dee ney vee ee ag re sais 


Tue Transport “ JELUNGA”—Question, Mr. Swift MaeNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Naval War Desparcnes -Question, Commander Young (Berkshire, 
Wokingham); Answer, Mr. Goschen 


EXPENDITURE ON INDIAN Troors—-Question, Mr. Buchanan; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G, Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEER PRACTICE - Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham * x 


CoaL SuprpLty FoR NATIONAL REQUIREMENTS —Question, General Russell 
(Cheltenham) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen 


GIBRALTAR—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, Mr. Cham- 
herlain ... 


ALLIANCE RuUMOURS—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Jalfour sad 


WaimaA— Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) 

Roya Nationa Lirenoat INsrirutTion —-TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION 
Question, Sir Cameron Gull; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 

TELEGRAPHIC CHARGE ANOMALIES—Questions, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Can 
terbury) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, Mr. Hanbury 


TELEGRAPHISTS’ SICK LEAVE —~ Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney); Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Exniscorruy Post Orrick —Question, Mr, Thomas J. Healy (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury ah ; ye > 


TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS REGULATIONS Question, Colonel Pryce-Jones ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury 


Depuix Museum -RemMovat or Obsrects or Art —Question, Sir T. G, 
Esmonde (erry, W.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON THE EpUcaTION DEPARTMENT — Question, 
Colonel Wyndham Murray ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... 7 


CONGESTED RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT —Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ne 


WetsH RAILWAY Dispute Question, Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside) ; 
Answer, The First Commisioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) 


WATERFORD AND Limerick RAILWAY DispuTE—Question, Mr. Patrick O'Brien 
(Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ays Ba 


GOVERNMENT Meran PurcHasé —Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, Mr. JJ. 
Powell-Williams ey 


DiINGLE Pier —Question, Sir T. G. Esmonde ; Answer, The Attorney General 
for Treland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) Re 
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RELIGIOUS DISABILITIES IN IRELAND —Questions, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.), 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. Swift) MacNeill, and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) : 


Answers, Mr. Atkinson 
inish HerrRING INDUSTRY —Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Irish LocAL GOVERNMENT RATE ALLOWANCES— Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson a ei oe _ ; 


KeRrY LAND AppEALS—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 
BELFAST UNton--Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


SMALL Houses (ACQUISITION OF OWNERSHIP) BiILL—Qnuestion, Mr. Austin 
(Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson ; 


Lirrorp County Courr House Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson oe 


Removant OF Trish MAGISTRATES Questions, Mr, Mandeville (Tipperary, 5.) 
and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, Mr. Wilkinson 


Compursory HirRinc or LAND-—-Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derby, Ilkeston) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr, Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ds 


PUBLIC) BUSINESS, 


Appress IN ANswer to Her Masesty’s Most Gractous Sprecu--Fifth 
Day's Debate. 


Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [30th 
January} to Question [30th January], “That an humble Address he pre- 
sented to Her Majesty as followeth :— 


Most (Cfracious Sore reign, 


We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
hee leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 

(Captain Pretyinan,) 


And which Amendment was 


“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, * But we humbly express 
our regret at the want of knowledge, foresight, and judgment displayed by 
Your Majesty's advisers, alike in their conduct of South African affairs since 
1895 and in their preparations for the war now proceeding. ’”—(Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added,” 
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DEBATE resumed. 


Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stow- 
mouthshire, W.)... 591 ng ae 
The Secretary of State for the Mr. Channing (Nor thamptonshire, 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- EB.) . 
lain, Birmingham, IV.)... 609 Cuptain Phillpotts (Devon Tor- 
Mr. Moulton (Corneal, quay) «. “ 
Launce ston) : 624 Mr. Silion ( Mayo, zy 3 kas 
General Russell (Chelte nha) 629 Mr, Courtney (Cornwall, ‘Bodnin) 
Mr. Atherle y-Jones (Durhan, Mr. Beckett’ (Yorkshire, ND, 
Le | got ; sco: ee Whithy) 


Serjeant Hemphill WE ron, N,) 
Debate further adjourned till ‘To-morrow. 


ADJOURNMENT—Motion made and Question, “That this House do now 
adjourn (Mr, 4. J. Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at three minutes before Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS : TUESDAY, 61TH FEBRUARY — 1900. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Peptic Accounts AND CHARGES Act, 1891—Treasury minute, dated 26th 
January, 1900, directing, in pursuance of Section 2 (3) of the Public 
Accounts and Charges Act, 1891, that where any sum is by order of the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland under section 80 (2) of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, deducted from moneys payable from the Local Tax 
ation (Ireland) Account to any Council in respect of a debt due from such 
Council, and where the amount due from the Council would, if paid in 
ordinary course, have been applied as an Appropriation-in-Aid of the Vote 
for the Royal Irish Constabulary, the sum deducted in lieu thereof shall be 
similarly applied as an Appropriation-in-Aid of that Vote ... 


SUPERANNUATION. Treasury minute, dated 31st January, 1900, declaring that 
Samuel Nevitt, viewer, Royal Small Arms De ‘partment, War Office Depart- 
ment, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through inadver 
tence on the part of the head of the department. Laid before the House 
{pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITION. 
THE VACCINATION ACTS 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 
Petition read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
Soutu AFRICAN WAnR-—-THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY-— SUGGESTED APPOINTMENT 
oF CHAPLAINS 


* Karl Eyerton le ... 686 *T he Serretary of State jor War 
(The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—TRANSPORT—- 
Viscount Galway a ... 688 The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Earl of Cork To ... 689 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS, TUESDAY, 671i FEBRUARY 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING OrpbERs-—Ordered, that the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
do consist of Thirteen Members :—-Mr. Buchanan, Sir William Coddington, 
Mr. John Edward Ellis, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Sir Edward Gourley, Mr. 
Halsey, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. James Lowther, Mr. Mount, Mr. 
William Redmond, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Whitmore, and 
Mr. Wodehouse were accordingly nominated Members of the Committee. 
(Mr. TTalsey) 


SELECTION—--Ordered, that the Committee of Selection «lo consist of Eleven 
Members :—Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir John Dorington, Sir 
William Hart Dyke, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Albert Spicer, Mr. Philip 
Stanhope, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, 
and the Chairman of the Select Committee on Standing Orders were 
accordingly nominated Members of the Committee.—(J/r. Halsey) 


New Warit—For the County of Mayo (South Mayo Division), in the room of 
Michael Davitt, esquire (Manor of Northstead).— (Sir 7. G. Esmonde.) 


Private Bitts-—Division BerweeN THE TWO HousEs—The CHAIRMAN of 
Ways AND MEANS reported, That, in accordance with Standing 
Order 79, he had conferred with the Chairman of Committees of the 
House of Lords, for the purpose of determining in which House of 
Parliament the respective Private Bills should be first considered, 
and they had determined that the Bille contained in the following List 
should originate in the House of Lords, viz.:—1l. Army and Navy 
Investment Trust ; 2. Aston Manor Tramways; 3. Barnsley Corporation ; 
1. Barry Railway (Steam Vessels); 5. Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway ; 
6. Birmingham Corporation (Stock); 7. Birmingham (King Edward 
the Sixth) Schools; 8 Birmingham University ; 9. Bournemouth Cor- 
poration; 10. Brewery and Commercial Investment Trust ; 11. 
Bristol Water ; 12. Buruley Corporation; 13. Bury and District 
Water (Transfer); 14. Caledodian Railway ; 15. Cardiff Corporation ; 
16. Chureh’s Patent; 17. Cleethorpes Gas; 18. Clyde Navigation ; 
19. Commercial Union Assurance Company; 20. Cork, Bandon, and 
South Coast Railway ; 21. Cork Electric Tramways ; 22. Cowes Pier ; 
23. Crystal Palace Company ; 24. Dearne Valley Railway ; 25. Donegal 
Railway ; 26. Dorking Water; 27. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway; 28. Dundee and East Forfar Tramways; 29. Dundee 
Harbour; 30. East Shropshire Water; 31. East Stirlingshire Water ; 
32. Edinburgh Corporation ; 33. Edinburgh District Lunacy Board ; 34. 

Exmouth and District Water ; 35. Exmouth Urban District Water ; 36. 

Falkirk and District Water; 37. Falkirk Corporation ; 38. Fishguard 

and Rosslare Railways and Harbours; 39. Fishguard Water and Gas ; 

10. Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramroads; 41. Glasgow and 

South Western Railway ; 42. Glasgow Building Regulations ; 43. Glasgow 

District Tramways; 44. Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas; 45, 

Governments Stock and other Securities Investment Company ; 46. Great 

Berkhampstead Water; 47. Great Central Railway ; 48. Great Grimsby 

Street Tramways; 49. Great Southern and Western and Waterford and 

Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation ; 50. Great Southern 

and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Companies 

Amalgamation ; 51. Great Southern and Western Railway; 52. Gun 

Barre] Proof Act, 1868, Amendment ; 53, Gwyrfai Rural District Council 
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DEBATE resumed. 


Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stow- 
mouthshire, WV.)... 591 market) : 

The Secretary of State for the Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- E.) 
lain, Birmingham, W.)... 609 Cuptuin "Phillpotts (Devon, Tor- 

Mr. Moulton = (Cornaeall, quay) o.. » ard 
Launceston) By ... 624 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

General Russell (Cheltenham) 629 Mr, Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin) 

Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, Mr. Beckett’ (Yorkshire, Ne, 
Wis)... aie - 32 Whithy) 


Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 


Debate further adjourned till ‘To-morrow. 


ADJOURNMENT—Motion made and Question, “That this House do now 
adjourn ”—( Mr, 4. J. Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at three minutes before Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS : TUESDAY, 67TH FEBRUARY — 1900, 
RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 

Peptic Accounts AND CHARGES Act, 1891—Treasury minute, dated 26th 
January, 1900, directing, in pursuance of Section 2 (3) of the Public 
Accounts and Charges Act, 1891, that where any sum is by order of the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland under section 80 (2) of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, deducted from moneys payable from the Local Tax- 
ation (Ireland) Account to any Council in respect of a debt due from such 
Council, and where the amount due from the Council would, if paid in 
ordinary course, have been applied as an Appropriation-in-Aid of the Vote 
for the Royal Irish Constabulary, the sum deducted in lieu thereof shall he 
similarly applied as an Appropriation-in-Aid of that Vote 


SUPERANNUATION. -Treasury minute, dated 31st January, 1900, declaring that 
Samuel Nevitt, viewer, Royal Small Arms De ‘partment, War Office Depart- 
ment, was appointed w ithout a Civil Service certificate through inadver- 
tence on the part of the head of the department. Laid before the House 
[pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITION. 
THE VACCINATION ACTS 
The Lord Chancellor (Lhe Earl of Halshury) 
Petition read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
SoutH AFRICAN WAR—-THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY— SUGGESTED APPOINTMENT 
OF CHAPLAINS 


* Karl Egerton ts .. =685 *The Seeretary of State Jor War 
(Lhe Marquess of Lansdowne) 


THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—TRANSPORT-- 
Viscount Galway se .. 688 The Marquess of Lansdowne 
Lhe Earl of Cork re ... 689 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS, TUESDAY, 61rn FEBRUARY 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING OrbERS—Ordered, that the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
do consist of Thirteen Members :- -Mr. Buchanan, Sir William Coddington, 
Mr. John Edward Ellis, Sir Thom: as Esmonde, Sir Edward Gourley, Mr. 
Halsey, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. James Lowther, Mr. Mount, Mr. 
William Redmond, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Whitmore, and 
Mr. Wodehouse were accordingly nominated Members of the Committee. 


(Mr, Halsey) 


SeLEcTION---Ordered, that the Committee of Selection do consist of Eleven 
Members :—Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir John Dorington, Sir 
William Hart Dyke, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Albert Spicer, Mr. Philip 
Stanhope, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, 
and the Chairman of the Select Committee on Standing Orders were 
accordingly nominated Members of the Committee.—(J/r. Hulsey) 


New Wait—For the County of Mayo (South Mayo Division), in the room of 
Michael Davitt, esquire (Manor of Northstead).— (Sir 7. G. Esinonde.) 


Private Bitts--Diviston Between THE TWO HousEs—The CHAIRMAN of 
Ways AND MEANS reported, That, in accordance with Standing 
Order 79, he had conferred with the Chairman of Committees of the 
House of Lords, for the purpose of determining in which House of 
Parliament the respective Private Bills should be first considered, 
and they had determined that the Bille contained in the following List 
should originate in the House of Lords, Viz. : J. Army and Navy 
Investment Trust ; 2. Aston Manor Tramways; 3. Barnsley Corporation ; 
t. Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) ; 5. Bexhill aia Rotherfield Railway ; 
6. Birmingham Corporation (Stock); 7. Birmingham (King Edward 
the Sixth) Schools; 8 Birmingham University ; ‘9. Bournemouth Cor- 
poration; 10. Brewery and Commercial Investment Trust; 11. 
Bristol Water ; 12. Buruley Corporation; 13. Bury and District 
Water (Transfer); 14. Caledodian Railway ; 15. Cardiff Corporation ; 
16. Chureh’s Patent; 17. Cleethorpes Gas; 18. Clyde Navigation ; 
19. Commercial Union Assurance Company; 20. Cork, Bandon, and 
South Coast Railway ; 21. Cork Electric Tramways ; 22. Cowes Pier ; 
23. Crystal Palace Company ; 24. Dearne Valley Railway ; 25. Donegal 
Railway ; 26. Dorking Water; 27. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway; 28. Dundee and East Forfar Tramways; 29. Dundee 
Harbour; 30. East Shropshire Water; 31. East Stirlingshire Water ; 
32. Edinburgh Corporation ; 33. _Falinburgh District Lunacy Board ; 34. 
Exmouth and District Water ; 3 _ Exmouth Urban District Water ; 36. 
Falkirk and District Water ; 37. Falkirk Corporation ; 38. Fishguard 
and Rosslare Railways and "Harbours: 39. Fishguard Water and ae 
10, Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramroads ; 41. Glasgow and 
South Western Railway ; 42. Glasgow Building Regulations ; 43. Glasgow 
District Tramways ; 44, Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas ; “45. 
Governments Stock and other Securities Investment Company ; 46. Great 
Berkhampstead Water ; 47. Great Central Railway ; 48. Great Grimsby 
Street Tramways; 49. Great Southern and Western and Waterford and 
Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation ; 50. Great Southern 
and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Companies 
Amalgamation ; 51. Great Southern and Western Railway; 52. Gun 

Sarre] Proof Act, 1868, Amendment ; 53, Gwyrfai Rural District Council 
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Water; 54. Hammond (G. UL.) Company; 55. Hemel Hempstead Cor- 
poration (Water); 56. Higham Ferrers Water; 57. Imschenetzky’s 
Uralite Patent ; 58. Ipswich Corporation Tramways ; 59. Kingston-wpon- 
Thames Corporation ; 60. WKingston-upon-Thames Gas ; 61. Lancashire 
Inebriates Acts Board ; 62. Lincola Corporation (Tramways) ; 63. Liver- 
pool Overhead Railway ; 64. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway ; 
65. London Hydraulic Power Company : 66. London Sea Water Supply ; 
67. Manchester Corporation Tramways ; 68. Manchester Ship Canal; 69. 
Margate Corporation; 70. Margate Pier and Harbour; 71. Maryport 
Harbour; 72. Menstone Water (Transfer); 73. Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board; 74. Mersey Railway; 75. Midland Great Western 
Railway of Ireland; 76. Milford Docks; 77. Morley Corporation ; 72. 
Motherwell and Bellshill Railway ; 79. Motherwell Water ; 80. Mountain 
Ash Water; 81. Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways 
(Abandonment); 82, National Markets and Stores and Workshops ; 83. 
Neath Harbour; 34. Newport Corporation ; SD). Newport (Monmouth 
shire) Gas; 86. New Russia Company : 87. Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn 
Urban District Gas; 88. North British Railway ; 89. North Eastern 
Railway ; 90. North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels); 91. Otley Urban 
District Council Water ; 92. Paignton Urban District Water : 93. Preston 
Corporation ; 94. Purfleet and Gravesend Junction Railway ; 95, Rams 
gate Corporation Improvements ; 96. Rawmarsh Urban District Council 
(Tramways): 97. Rhymney Iron Company ; 98. Rhymney Railway ; 99. 
Rotherham Corporation; 100. Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel; 101. 
Salford Corporation ; 102. Scottish American Investment Company ; 103. 
Scottish Widows Fund and Life Assurance Society ; 104. Sheftield Cor- 
poration ; 105, Shettield District Railway ; 106. Southampton Harbour ; 
107. South Eastern and Londov, Chatham, and Dover Railways ; 108. 
South Eastern Railway ; 109. South Essex Water; 110. South Essex 
Water Board; 111. South Shields Corporation ; 1127. South Staffordshire 
Tramways; 113. Sunderland Corporation; 114. Taff Vale Railway ; 
115. Universal Life Assurance Society; 116. Walsall Corporation ; 
117. Westgate and Birchington Water; 118. Whitechapel and Bow 
Railway : 119. Wirral Railway ; 120. Withington Urban District Council ; 
121. Workington Railways and Docks 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland 
Railway Companies’ Amalgamation Bill. 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies’ Amalgamation Bill On the Report by the 
CHAIRMAN of Ways and MEANS upon these Bills (Nos. 49 and 50 in the 


above list) : 
DISCUSSION : 
Mr. r. M. Healy (Louth, \.) 6OO4 Mr. John Redinond (I ate rfortl) 
The Chairnan of Committees 
(Vr. J. W. Lowther, Cum- 
berland, Pr nrith) say 695 


PETITIONS. 
AnTESHANars Rtots-—Petition of Shanar inhabitants of Tenkasi and other 
places, South India, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table 
LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING LiIQuors)—Petition from Pendleton, for 
alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table ox ; ue 
LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarb’s VACCINATION ORDER, 1898— Petition from 
West Ward, for revision ; to lie upon the Table ; 
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Poor LAw AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845 Petition from Botriphnie, 
for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table eas : ae 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on era, J Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Lewisham and Raunds ; to lie upon the Table sxe ie a” 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquor to Children Bill Petition from Glenarm, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table : oF o =p we 


VACCINATION AcTs, 1867 TO 1898-—Petition from Lambeth, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


PunLic ACCOUNTS AND CHARGES ACT, 1891- Copy presented, —of Treasury 
Minute, dated 26th January, 1900, directing, in pursuance of section 2 (3) 
of the Public Accounts and Charges Act, 1891, that, where any sum is by 
order of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, wider section 80 (2) of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, deducted from moneys payable from the 
Local ‘Taxation (Ireland) Account to any Council in respect of a debt due 
from such Council, and where the amount due from the Council would, if 
paid in ordinary course, have been applied as an Appropriation-in-Aid of 
the Vote for the Royal Irish Constabulary, the sum deducted in lieu 
thereof shall be similarly applied as an ee in-Aid of that Vote 
[hy Act]; to lie upon the Table ; ie 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884—-Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 51st 
January, 1900, declaring that Samuel Nevitt, Viewer, Royal Small Arms 
Department, War Office Department, was ‘appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate through inadvertence on the part of the head of bis 
Department [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SouTH Arnica (TRANSPORTS) -—Return ordered, “showing the name, tonnage,and 
speed of each vessel employed to convey troops to South Africa since the 1st 
day of July last, the date and port of her departure from these shores, and 
arrival at Capetown, Durban or clsewhere, respectively, including arrival 
at and departure from intermediate port of call; the number of troops and 
horses or mules carried on each occasion, the number of horses or mules 
lost on voyage, vessels provided with new pattern fittings, vessels provided 
with old pattern fittings, vessels provided with slings for each horse or 
mule, vessels not so provided ; and the time occupied by each vessel in 
making the voyage, in the following form : 
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Coat Exports, &c.—Return ordered, “ giving for the year 1899 the export 
of coal from each port in the United Kingdom to each country 
abroad, together with a summary statement showing the export of coal 
from the principal districts of the United Kingdom to the principal 
groups of foreign countries; and also showing the quantity of coal 
shipped at each port in the United Kingdom for ships’ use on foreign 
voyages during the same period (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 198, of Session 1889).” (Mr. DA. Thomas) 


WUESTIONS. 


SoutH. APRICAN War--TRANSpoRTS Question, Mr. Bainbridge (Lincoln 
shire, Gainsborough) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Admira'ty (Mr. 
Goschen, St. George's, Hanover Square) 


GUNS AT PrerortA—Question, Mr. Bainbridge; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


TREATMENT OF Prisoners oF WaAk—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


TRANSPORT WAGGONS Question, Mr. Bainbridge : Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
CLOTHING FOR THE Troops Question, Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


GENERAL Sin FREDERICK CARRINGTON Question, Mr. Coghill (Burton-on 
Trent): Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ 


COMMISSIONS FOR NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS — Question, Mr. Goddard 
(Ipswich) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


MAFEKING STATION MASTER —Qnestions, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.): 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) , 


ATTITUDE OF THE ORANGE FREE STATE ES 1885 — Question, Dro Clark 
(Caithness-shire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Aviecep Hien Treason ato THE Care —Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain . 


Sim WittiamM ButrLer— Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


RoyaL Army MepicaL Cores —Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire. 
Ilkeston): Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY GUNs-—Questions, Mr. Bainbridge; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham we ; : as 5, 


NORTHUMBERLAND [’vsitiek VoLUNTEERS--Question, Mr. Bainbridge ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham. ee P ies 


Lonvon ScorrisH VoLUNTEERS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham. " os ‘s a 
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TRANSVAAL ConsuL At DELAGOA Bay —Questions, Mr. Scott Montague 


(Hampshire, New Forest) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lyin Regis) ; Answers, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Myr. Brodrick. Surrey 
Guildford) . me 

THE GARRISON OF INDIA Question, Mr Warner: Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


Civi. SERVICE VOLUNTEERS —Questions, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) : 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Foop STUFFS AS CONTRABAND OF Wak Question, Mar. Dillon (Mayo, F.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A... Balfour, Manchester, 1.) 


CrstoM DuTIES ON ARTICLES SENT TO THE TRoops — Question, M. Bartley 
(Islington, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham, 


NEWSPAPERS FOR THE FrRoNt——(mestion, Mr Coglill; Answer, Wie Hanbury 
ELECTORAL DISABILITIES (MILITARY SERVICE) BILL - Questions, General Lanrie 
(Pembroke and Haverfordwest) and Mr. Gibson Bowles: Answers, The 


Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White-Ridley, Lanes, 
Blackpool) 


LEE-ENFIELD RIFLES © Question, Mr. Weir: Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Cask or Henry Ureunart, GorboN HIGHLANDERS Question, Mr. Hedder- 
wick ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Myr. oJ. Powell 
Williams, Birmingham, .) 


RIFLE RANGES—Qnestion, Mr. FLW. Wilson (Norfolk, Mid): Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham a 7 fs 


CRIMEAN PENSIONERS --Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams es 


SUBSIDISED CRUISERS—Question, Mr. Bainbridge ; Answer, Mr, Goschen 


CoAL FOR THE NAVY—EMERGENCY ContTracts——Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen - 


THe COASTGUARD AND TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATION—Question, Sir Cameron 
Gull (Devonshire, Barnstaple); Answer, Mr. Goschen 


ANGLO-GERMAN CONVENTION-—'TONGA-- Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


SAmoA-—Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... 


Britisn NortH Borneo—QQuestion, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


JAMAICA LEGISLATIVE CoUNCIL Question, Mr Swift) MacNeill: Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 7 


FRENCH SETTLEMENT AT SHANGHAT -Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) : 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Russian LOAN tO PerRstA—Question, Mr. Yerburgh Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
VOL, LXXVITE [Fourti Series. | h 
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THe Royat ComMMIssion ON THE LICENSING LawWs--Qnestion, Sir J. Leng 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


Foot AND MovutH DiseAse—CattLe [Mportations TO TRELAND—Question, 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) 


VETERINARY ADVISERS OF THE Boarb OF AGRICULTURE—-Question, Mr. 
Johnson-Ferguson (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Long 


PASSENGER VESSEL REGULATIONS-- WRECK OF THE “© MONEGAN” Question, 
Sir Cameron Gull; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon) 


Lone Eaton Lever Raitway CrossinG—Question, Sir Walter Foster : 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


WoRKMEN’s TRAINS -Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie : ss ae dvi 


CATTLE TRANSIT IN THE Nortu or [RELAND-—-Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie 


FREE RAILWAY Passes vor Trish MeEMBERS- Question, Mr. Field: Answer, 


Mr, Ritchie 


CasE OF EMANUEL WILLIAMS —Question, Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, 
Accrington); Answer, The Attorney General (Sir R. Webster, Isle of 
Wight) 


GALWAY PosTAL SERVICE- Question, Mr. O'Malley (Galway, Connemara) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


TELEGRAPH DELAYS AT OLDHAM~ Question, Mr. Runciman (Oldham) : 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


KILDARE Postal. ARRANGEMENTS-——Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury ie si ae a 


Pauper Removats iN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, ‘The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


SALE OF FXpLOSIVES IN IRELAND —Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ae el 


Licences To Carry ArMs IN IRELAND —Question, Mr. J.P. Farrell; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Irish LAND Court RetuRNS—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ‘s 3 ck ee < 


BALpWIN’s Estate —-Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


FREMANTLE AS A Port oF CALL FOR AUSTRALIAN MAIL STEAMERS -Question, 
Mr. Hogan; Answer, Mr, Hanbury ... 


Members’ Kooms ar THE House—Question, Mr. Harwood ; Answer, The 
First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Donglas, Kent, St. Augustine's) 
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BUSINESS OF THE Hovusk-—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.), and Mr. T. M. Healy: Answers, Mr. A. JJ. 
3alfour... = ‘3 ea oe é via 4 iis bbs 


BUSENESS OF THE Housk (QUEEN'S SPEECH -MoOTION FOR AN ADDRESS) 
Ordered, That the proceedings on the Address in answer to Her Majesty's 
Speech have precedence this day and to-morrow of the Notices of Motions 
and of the other Orders of the Day —(Mr. .leJ. Balfour.) 


SITTINGS OF THE HoUusE (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER)— 
Ordered, That the proceedings on the Address, if under discussion at 
Twelve o'clock this night, be not interrupted under the Standing Order 
sittings of the House. -(M/r. of. -/, Balfour.) 


PUBLIC BUSINESS, 
NEW BILLS. 


Lvor Trarric Loca Vero (ScoTLAND)—Bill to give the ratepayers the 
direct control of the liquor traffic in their respective areas, orderecl to be 
brought in hy Mr. John Wilson (Grovan) Mae. Colville. Mir Cameron 
Corbett, Mr. Souttar, Sir Williaa Dunn, Mr. Hedderwiek, Mr. MsLeod, 
and Dr. Clark . 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill ° ‘lo give the ratepayers the 
direct control of the liquor traffic in their respective areas,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second time npon Wednesday, 2nd May, 
and to be printed, — | Bill 63. | v 


VAGRANTS’ CHILDREN Prorection —Bill for the further protection of the 
Children of Vagrants, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Drage, Earl Perey, 
Mr. Birrell, and Mr. John Burns 


Vagrants’ Children Protection Bill -*‘ For the further protection of the 
Children of Vagrants,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. {Bill 64.] 


VoLUNTARY SCHOOLS (GRANTS IN Alp) -Bill to enable School Boards in 
certain county boroughs to make grants in aid of — efficient Voluntary 
Schools ; and for other purposes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lawrence, 
Sir James Fergusson, Mr. Warr, Sir John William Maclure, Mr. Tomlinson, 
Mr. David Maelver, and Sir George Fardell 


Voluntary Schools (Grants in Aid) Bill—‘ ‘I enable School Boards in 
certain county boroughs to make Grants in Aid of efficient Voluntary 
Schools ; and for other purposes,” presented and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. 


[Bill 65. ] 


REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS -Bill to amend the Law relating to the Qualifica- 
tion and Registration of Electors at any election in England and Wales, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. M‘Kenna, Sir William Harcourt, Mr. 
Samuel Evans, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Alfred Thomas, and Mr. D. oA. 
Thomas ’ 
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Registration of Electors Bill “lo amend the Law relating to the 
Qualification and Registration of Electors at any election in England and 
Wales,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 19th February, and to be printed. [Bill 68.) 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND)-~Bill for the Taxation for local pur 
poses of Land Values in burghs in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Charles Cameron, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. John Wilson, Mr. Provand, 
Dr. Clark, and Mr. Colville... 


Land Values Taxation (Scotland) Bill—— lor the taxation for local 
purposes of Land Values in burghs in Scotland,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 21st Mareh, and to 
be printed. [Bill 66.}... 


Liguok ‘TRAFFIC LocaL Veto (WALES)-—Bill to enable owners and occupiers 
in Wales to have effectual control over the Liquor Traftic, ordered to he 
brought in by Mr. Herbert Roberts, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Alfred 
Thomas, Mr. Llovd-George, Mr. Herbert Lewis, and Mr, Griffith 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Wales) Bill ‘To enable oweers and occupiers 
in Wales to have effectual control over the Liquor Traftic,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday 2nd May, 
and to be printed. (Bill 67.) 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER MaAsesty’s Most Gracious SPEECH. — [Sixth 
Day's Debate.| Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amend 
ment [30 January] to Question [30th January], “That an humble Address 
he presented to her Majesty as followeth : 


Most (hracious Novere HM, 

We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
(Captain Pretyman.) 

And which Amendment was 
* At the end of the question, to add the words, ‘ But we limbly express our 
regret at the want of knowledge, foresight, and judgment displayed by Your 
Majesty's advisers, alike, in their conduct of South African affairs since 1895, 
and in their preparations for the war now proceeding.” ° —(Lord Ediaond Fitz 


VAAL i et | 
Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


DEBATE resumed : 


Mr, Asquith ( Fifeshire, 73] Mi. John Burns (Battersea) 
Mr. E ‘Iliot ( Jurham) 740 Mr, Wylie (Dumbartonshire) ... 
Capt. Noi yn (Newington, WV’. ) 743 Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middles- 
Col, Nenyon-Sla mey (Shrap- by muh) : 
Shiite, sven pert) ... << #0 Mr. Bound ( Nottingham, ‘E.) 
View Llvi! — Glearge (Can Sir 1H, Campbell Banne sancti 
na H ; TOS lin yf Bu riyhis ae : ar 
Sir dohu Sarl. Mawel Lhe First Lord | the Treasury 
(G lusyow, College) 767 (Mr. A. J. Baltour, Man 
Mr. Munro Ferquson (Ls ith chester, Bi.) ... 
Burghs) .. TOS Mr. Harwood (Bolton) .. 
Mr. Gedge (i ‘als all) sn “Wee Mr, C2 B. Shaw (Stafford) 
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Question put. 
The House divided : Ayes, 139; Noes, 352. (Division List, No. 3.) 
a Main Question again proposed. — Debate arising, 
Debate further adjourned till To-morrow. 
aa Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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= 30) COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, Tru FEBRUARY 1900. 
PETITIONS. 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMPTION FROM RATES) — Petitions for alteration 
730 of law, from Fulham ; St. Giles-in-the-Fields and St. George, Bloomsbury : 
and Rateliff: to lie upon the Table. ws + 829 
GrouND VALUES (TAXATION) (SCOTLAND)—Petition from New Monkland. 
for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table oF é 829 
731 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill —I’ctitions in favour, from 
Leeds; Kingsbridge ; and Fulham (two) ; to lie upon the Table ... st S28 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill— Petitions in favour, from 
Barrowford ; Colne (three) ; Hull; and Yeovil; to lie upon the Table... 829 
Town Councils (Scotland) Bill - Petition from Kirkcudbright, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table —... ve a a n ... 829 
Vivisection —Petition from Wandsworth for prohibition; to lie upon the 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES) —Copy presented, —of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 521 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table... a ~ or sie Ae ... 829 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)--Copy presented, --of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Aumual Series, No. 2578 [by Command]: to lie upon 
the Table oh oa: -P . : otis a ws «ORG 
veh Uniep Srares (No. 1, 1900)---Copy presented, - of Convention between Her 
19% Majesty and the United States of Ameiiva, supplementary to the Con- 
- vention of 19th April, 1850, relative to the establishment of a communication 
190 by Ship Canal between the Atlantic and Pacifie Oceans. Signed at 
800 Washington, 5th February, 1900 [by Command]: to lie upon the Table... 830 
805 
NEI BILL 
813 Trustee Savings Banks Bill. —*‘'l'o amend the ‘Trustee Savings Banks Acts,” 
822 presented and read the first time : to be read o second time upon Monday 
825 neat, and to be prmted. | Bill 69. | . vs re 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


exviii 
February 7.| 


ADDREsS IN ANSWER TO HER MaJsesty’s Most Gractous SpEECH—[Seventh 
Day’s Debate]—-Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main 
Question [30th January], “That an humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, as followeth : 

Most Grarious Sovereign, 

We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
—(Captain Pretyman.) 

Question again proposed. 

DEBATE resumed. 

Amendment proposed 

* At the end of the Question, to add the words, * But we humbly represent 
to your Majesty that the time has come when the war at present being waged 
in South Africa should be brought to a close, on the basis of recognising the 
independence of the Transvaal and the Orange Free State. °—(Wr. Sohn 

Redmond.) 


Question proposed, * That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Sat First 





Mr. Power ( I] he rford, EK.) mare s4 ] The Secve tary to the Lo al Gove Vil- 
Mr. * fh i. AM. Cumplu // (Dublin, ment Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, 

S/, Steph ns Green) : a43 Tyrone, S.) os bas rey 
Dr. Clark (Caithness-shire) 850 Sir I Ufrid Lawson (Cumberland, 
Mr. 1. M. Healy (Louth, N.) R57 Cockermouth)... ve ; 
Mr. Gibson Boirles (Lynn Re yis) 868 Commander Bethell (Yorkshire. 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, NV). ... <p eae E.R., Holderness) Ds oe 
Mr. William = Moore (Antrim, Mr. Arnold (Halifas) tne wy, 

). a. bate eee icc SD Mr. Field ( Dublin, Sf, Patrick) oy 


Question put. 


The House divided : 


Ayes, 66 : 


Original Question again proposed. 
é 


Noes, 


368. (Division List No. 4.) 


Debate arising : and it being after half-past Five of the clock, the debate 


stood adjourned, 


Debate to be resumed ‘To-morre 


mw, 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock 


LORDS, THURSDAY, sin FEBRUARY 


father 


baa 


‘The Lord Vivian sat first in Parliament after the death of his 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION—Return of the number of aliens that arrived from the 


Continent at ports in the United Kingdom in each month of the year 


1900; vrdered to be hud betore the Wouse (the Lord Churchill) ... 








Daye 


SSO) 
S83 
RAT 


890 
89 


S07 


Cul 





Febr 


UNI 


TRA 


SOU! 


ARM 


St. | 


IMPE 


ALIE’ 


Vivis 
a 
( 
SOUTI 
7 
} 
SPION 


dl 


Page 


SOT 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
February 8.] 


Unitep STATES (No. 1)—Convention between Her Majesty and the United 
States of America supplementary to the Convention of 19th April, 1850, 
relative to the establishment of a communication by ship canal between 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; signed at Washington, 5th February, 
1900 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—No, 2378. Portugal (Trade for the 
vears 1897 and 1598) ... Sh ss — 


SouTH AFRICA—Notice issued hy the High Commissioner for South Africa, on 
26th January, 1900, relating to forfeitures, etc., of property situated 
in the South African Republic or in the Orange Free State declared 
subsequently to 10th October, 1899. Presented [by Command], and 
ordered to lie on the Table ad ue a ‘ 


Army (MILITARY SAVINGS BANK)—Statement of amount due to depositors 
on the 3ist March, 1898, and of the receipts, interests, and disbursements, 
during the year ended 31st March, 1899, ete. 


Sr. LuctA—-Regulation amending Rule 282 of the Prison Regulations, with 
respect to interviews between prisoners awaiting their trial and their legal 
advisers 


IMPERIAL, OTTOMAN GUARANTEED LOAN, 1855—-Accounts for the year 1899. 
Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the 
Table ves fu 


AMEN IMMIGRATION Return (in part) respecting: Laid before the House 
pursuant to order of this day, and to be printed. (No, 8.) 


PETITION. 


VivIsECTION —Petition for suppression of the practice of : of a Meeting held 
at Rushmere, Wandsworth Common; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR-—TELEGRAMS TO SOLDIERS ON SERVICE—-Question, 
The Earl of Lichfield; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (The 
Marquess of Lansdowne) see “is wed — oe 


Spion Kop —Boer TREATMENT OF British WouNDED—Questions, The Earl 
of Camperdown and Lord Wenlock ; Answers, The Marquess of Lans- 
downe ... 


House adjonrned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: THURSDAY, 8rH FEBRUARY 1900. 
PRIVATE GILL BUSINESS. 


Llandrindod Wells Water Bill --Ordered, That the Examiners have leave 
to examine the Llandrindod Wells Water, Petition for Bill, as to whether 
the Standing Orders have or have not been complied with, provided that 
notice of such examination shall have been once previously published in a 
newspaper published in the district, and in the London Gazette 


Ordered, That Memorials complaining of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders shall he deposited in the Private Bill Office three clear 
days before the day appointed for the examination of the Petition.—-(7he 
Chutrmun 0} Way and Means.) 
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METROPOLITAN POLICE PRovIsioNAL OrpER—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by one of Her Majesty's principal Secretaries of State, under 
the Metropolitan Police Act, 1886, and the Metropolitan Police Courts 
Act, 1897, relating to lands in the parishes of St. Mary Stratford Bow, 
East Molesey, and Clerkenwell, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse 
Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill—*‘l'o confirm a Provisional 
Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State, under 
the Metropolitan Police Act, 1886, and the Metropolitan Police Courts 
Act, L897, relating to lands in the parishes of St. Mary Stratford Bow, 
East Molesey, and Clerkenwell,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time : to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
he printed. — [ Bill 70.] 


PETITIONS. 


LocaAL AUTHORITIES SERVANTS’ SUPERANNUATION -Petition from Blean, for 
alteration of law : to lie upon the Table 


Rating oF Wooptanps— Petition from Wirral, for alteration of Jaw : to lie 
upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill Petition from Hulme, in 


favour: to lie upon the Table. 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill —Vectition from Helensburgh, in’ favour: 
to lie upon the Table ... 


RET TNS, ki ORT , LI. 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1899-1900) Copy presented, —of Estimate 
of the additional number of men and of the further amount required in 
the year ending 31st March 1900, in consequence of the War in South 
Africa [by Command]: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 36. ] ; : 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, L900) 190] -Copy 
presented of Estimates for Civil Services and Revenue Departments for 
the vear ending 3lst March, 1901, together with a copy of the Memo 
randwn bv the Finaneial Secretary to the Treasury relating thereto [In 
Connnand)] . te dhe upen the Table, and to be prints No, 37.) 





IMPERIAL U1TOMAN GUAKANIEED Loan uF 1800—Copy agian d—of Account 
for the vear 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table.. ih - ~ 


Paper Lat Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Houser - Bank of 
England, Copy of all applications made by the first Lord of the Treasury 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the Governor and Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England for Advances to Government authorised 
by Parliament, from Sth January, (890) to Sth January, 1900 [hv Net]: 

lu be printed. | No. 30.) 
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Naval Expenditure and Mercantile Marine (Great Britain, &e.)—Return 
ordered, “showing Aggregate Naval Expenditure on Seagoing Force : 
Aggregate Revenue ; Aggregate Tonnage of Mercantile Marine ; Annual 
Clearances of Shipping in the Foreign Trade; Annual Clearances of 
Shipping in the Coasting Trade; Annual Value of Imports by Sea, 
including Bullion and Specie; and Annual Value of Exports by 
Sea, including Bullion and Specie, of various Countries, exclusive of China 
and South American Republics, but including British Self-governing 
Colonies, for the year 1899 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 310, of Session 1899).”.--(Sir John Columb) 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS Return ordered, * under administrative 
counties and county boroughs, of particulars with respect to the Evening 
Continuation Schools inspected for the year ended the 30th day of April, 
1899.?— (Mr. Hobhouse.) 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION—Return ordered “of the number of Aliens that arrived 
from the Continent at ports in the United Kingdom in each month of the 
year 1900.°—(V/r. Ritchie.) —Return presented accordingly ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 39.] 


Civit, CONTINGENCIES FUND—Copy ordered “of Accounts showing--1. The 
receipts and payments in connection with the fund in the vear ended the 
$lst day of March, 1899; -2. The distribution of the capital of the fund 
at the commencement and close of the year; together with the correspon 
dence of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon.” — (Mr. Hanbury). 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No, 40.] 


il "ESTIONS. 


souTH Arrican War Bririsn) Prisoners At PRerortA —Question, Mrs. 
T. Evans (Glamorgan, Mid.) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


KGYPTIAN GUNS AND STORES——Questions, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 
and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answers, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) oe 


ComposiTioN OF British) Forces ar THE Front -Question, Mr. Bartley 
(Islington, N.): Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SHOOTING OF BRITISH SUBIECTS COMMANDEERED BY THE ENEMY --Question, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Fifion) : Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 

ALLEGED SHOOTING OF BorRs vt Di AAR. ~Question, Mr Shee (Waterford, 


Wo): Answer, Mir. Wyndham 


CoNTRAEANL vt WaAk—RIGHI uF SEARCH—THE “ HERZ0u  —Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Minirary Hosprrats--Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Hay Contracts Questions, Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire), Mr. TM. Healy 
(Louth, N.) and Mr D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil); Answers, 
The Financial Seeretary te the War Office (Mr To Powell Williams. 

Burminsham, S.)... 
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Boor ConTracts—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, 
Mr. J. Powell Williams ies se a ics is ~- 909 


Trish MILITIA REGIMENTS ON FOREIGN SERVICE—-Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick’s) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 3e: = ae oi See: ~ LG 


YEOMANRY COMMISSIONS —Question, Mr. Barlow (Somersetshire, Frome) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sce os sa ae a i cs. OT 


THE DEVONSHIRE YEOMANRY-—Question, Sir Cameron Gull (Devonshire, 


Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham QJ? 
VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS—Questions, Mr. M‘Crae (Edinburgh, FE.) 

and Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... ac. See 
OFFER OF A BATTERY WITH MEN BY MEssks. ARMSTRONG AND THE COUNTY OF 

NORTHUMBERLAND-—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumberland, Tyne 

side) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae i oe +A > O88 
SLEEPING HELMETS. —-Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester): Answer, Mr. 

Wyndham ‘3 ne iss ae di r ae _ BE 
DELAGOA Bay RAILWAY Question, Sir E. T. Gourley (Sunderland) ; Answer, 

Mr. Brodrick ... Ry: bi 4 ee e * ay 6. “ots 
RoyaAL MARINES SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. —Question, Admiral Field (Sussex, 

Eastbourne); Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. 

George’s, Hanover Square)... oe ae si a Ae con AD 
SoLDIERS’ Errects FUND — Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. 

J. Powell Williams oe Se te ae 916 
GOVERNMENT CLERICAL ESTABLISHMENTS—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 

(Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : : 916 
CoaL EmMerGency Contrracts—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas; Answer, Mr. 

Goschen os mt: oes 5 ee ,o° “OHS 
THe EXpLosioN ON THE “ REVENGE” Question, Admiral Field ; Answer, Mr. 

Groschen Y | ‘ 
Curppinc RieLE Raxce Question, Mr. ‘Tomlinson (Preston); Answer, Mr. 

Wyndham ee a its ~ .. 918 
BASUTOLAND —NATIVE LAaBour——Question, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester 

field); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... are ee a Pet . 919 
Goup Coast—-RAILWAYS—Question, Mr. Swift) MaeNeill: Answer, Mr. J. 

Chamberlain 4 v1) 
INDIAN EXPENDITURE CoMMIsstoN—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 

(Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 

G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) a OTe 
INDIAN FAMINE—Question, Sir W. Wedderburn (Banftshire); Answer, 

Lord G. Hamilton Ps S56 2 Ae as me a &, $49 
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WorRKMEN'S TRAMS --Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, The Pre- 





sident of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 920 
BUCKLAND MUsEUM OF FisH CULTURE-—-Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownag- 

gree; Answer, Mr. Ritchie... it iis “os ist ise <i SN 
SECRET SERVICE FUND —Question, Mr. Philipps ; Answer, The Chancellor of 

the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.)_ ... La oe ce OR 
NICARAGUA CANAL —Question, Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Egremont) : 

Answer, Mr. Brodrick ssh act es i oa ae mess! 42. 
Russian LOAN TO PERSIA—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree ; Answer, 

Mr. Brodrick ... a sit ia = ie iat oe Jax. “922 
ZANZIBAR CusToMs DuTIES—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 

Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Brodrick f .. 9293 
OrPHAN HOMES OF SCOTLAND-—Question, Mr. Cameron Corbett (Glasgow, 

Tradiston) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 

shire) - x 923 
ELEMENTARY EpUCATION IN AGRICULTURAL Districts —Question, Mr. Hob- 

house (Somersetshire, E.); Answer, The Vice President of the Committee 

of Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) — ... (926 
SpectAL Reports ON EDUCATIONAL SuBsJECTS—Question, Mr. Hobhouse : 

Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... oo ‘oe - ss we aa rams 
“THE PARLIAMENTARY DeBAtTES ”- -Questions, Mr. Longh and Mr. James 

Lowther (Kent, Thanet); Answers, The Financial Secretary to the 

Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) — ... i bes ay ee 2 ~ S2S 
INcoME TAX ExXEMPTIONS—Question, Mr. Hobhouse ; Answer Mr. Hanbury 925 
PROMOTION OF ABSTRCTORS—Question, Col. Dalbiac (Camberwell N 926 

Answer, Mr. Hanbury ‘os ae sis 
ORDNANCE SURVEY STAFF-—Questions, Sir Barrington Simeon (Southampton), 

and Sir Francis Evans (Southampton); Answers Mr. Hanbury... 926 
SeuTH WEX¥FoRD PostTAL SERVICE —Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford 3S.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Hanbury se Pe $e 3 927 
Foot AND MoutH DiseAsE—A)uestions, Mr. Channing, Colonel Gunter 

(Yorkshire, W.R., Barkston Ash), and Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) : 

Answers, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, 

West Derby) : : . G97 
IkisH Pook Law EArENDILUKE—Questions, Mr. J. b. Farrell (Cavan, W.) 

and Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.); Answers, The Attorney-General for 

Ireland (Mr, Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... : ai cae ee =6© 929 


Iris ROAD Contracts - Question Mr. J. P. Farrell : Answer, Mr. Atkinson — 929 


THE WARDEN Estate, KENMARE---Questions, Mr. T. J. Farrell (Kerry, 5.) 
and Mr. Flavin: Awowers, Mr. Atkinson... as be si. 980 
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Ocitsy Estate, Co. Tyrone—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson S g ieee a - 
EXTRA PoLice iN County Kerry—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... me a ye ee bs oe : 932 
STEAM TRAWLING IX: WEXFORD Bay —Questions, Mr. Ffrench, Mr. ‘T. M. 
Healy, and Mr William Redmond; Answers, The Vice-President of the 
Agricultural Department for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin, Go. 8.) and 
Mr. Goschen ... si vig a — a 5 ai cx @ BBS 


Cask oF Micnarn. Currix-—-Questions, Mr. Austin (Limerick, W.), and Mr. 


Flavin ; Answers, Mr, Atkinson 934 
Lirrorp Country Court Housre—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 

Mr. Atkinson ‘ oe we ; 935 
Irish NATIONAL ScHoot TEACHERS—Question, Mr. Gibney (Meath, N); 

Answer, Mr. Atkinson : Pe ee a ate ~ se. Sou 
CARRIAGE LICENCES IN DUBLIN -Questions, Mr. Field and Mr. 'T. M. Healy ; 

Answers, Mr. Atkinson i ies be ne + 988 
LABOURERS’ COTTAGES At NEWCASTLE, West Question, Mr. Austin ; Answer, 

Mr. Atkinson se O37 
[kISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT Question, Sir T. E. Esmonde (Kerry, W.) : 

Answer, Mr. Plunkett ie 5 oe sf ae ... 938 
BUSINEss OF THE Housk-—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 

Burghs), Mr. Lough, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. James 

Lowther, Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow), Sir T. G. Esmonde, Mr. 

D. A. Thomas, and Mr. T. M. Healy; Answers, The First Lord of the 

lreasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour Manchester, E.). ie ada a 38 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER MaAJesty’s Most Gractous SPEECH.-- Eighth 
Day’s Debate.-—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main 
Question [30th January], That an humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, as followeth : 


Most Gracious Sore rein, 


We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Treland, in’ Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to your Majesty for 
the Gracious speech which your Majesty | as addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.”-—(Captain Pretyman.) 


Question again proposed, 


DEBATE resumed, 


SourtH ArricAN Wak (APPLICATION OF PATRIOTIC FUND). 


Amendment proposed, 


“At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘ But we desire humbly to 
represent to Your Majesty that it is the duty of your Majesty’s present 
i to take immediate and effective action to ensure that the accumulations 
and available surpluses of various funds administered by the Royal Patriotic 
Commissions should be applied for the benefit of the widows and children ot 
oflicers and men of Your Majesty’s military and naval forces who lose their 
lives in the war in Sonth Afrieac’™ (Wr. Neerley.) 


Question proposed, * That thove words be there added ; 








Di 








ge 


By 


>in 
io 2) 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
byhraary 8. | 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Bayley — (Derhushire, Captuin Norton (Newington, IV.) 
Chesterfield) — ... ... 9653 Commander Bethall (Yorkshire, 
Admiral Field (Susser, East- ELL. Holdernes) ae oa 
bourne) Sot ne ... 955 The First Lord of the Tre usury (Mr. 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, A.J, Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
SIV.) ax rae 958 Mir, Allan (Gateshead) ... 
The Financial Secretary to Mr. Lough (Islington, 1.) 
the War Office (Mr. J. Mr, Yorull (Nottingham, W.) 
Powell - Villiams — ( Bir- Mr. A. J. Balfour 
mingham, S.)... 1. «=I 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


HIGHLAND CrorrinG COUNTIES, 


Amendment proposed 


At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘But we lnunbly represent 
to Your Majesty that in view of the continued increase in the deer forest area in 
the Highland crofting counties, it is desirable, in order to prevent a still further 
depopulation of the Highlands, that the benefits of the Crotters Act, 1886, should 
he extended to all crofter|tenants holding under lease at the time of the passing of 
the Act ; and we regret to observe that there is no indiction in Your Majesty's 
Speech that arrangements will be made for the settling of Highland crofters, 
cottars, and fishermen on some portion of the 1,782,785 acres of land which in 
March, 1895, Your Majesty’s Commissioners scheduled as deer forests, grouse 
moors, ete., Which might be cultivated to profit, or otherwise advantageously 
occupied by ecrofters or small tenants.’ ”’- Ch. Weir.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. = Hedderwick — (IWicks Mr. McLeod (Sutherlandshire) ... 
Burghs) ... ie ef | The Lord Advocate (Mr. Grahain 

Sir Leonard Lyell (Orkney Murray, Buteshire) ... be 
and Shetland’)... ... 986 Mr. ThomasShaw (Hawick Burghs) 

Mr. Gordon (Elgin and Dr, Clark (Caithness-shire) 
Nairn)... se ... 982 


(Juestion put. 
The House divided :--Ayes, 113; Noes, 186. (Division List No. 5.) 


Main question again proposed, 


TAXATION OF IRELAND. 


Amendment proposed : 

“ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty that the over taxation of 
Ireland, which promises to become greatly aggravated by the expenditure on 
the war in South Africa, is a most erious and pressing grievance, and demands 
the early attention of Parliament with a view to its removal.” —(Wr. Clancy.) 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes hefore Twelve of the clock. 
J 
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LORDS: FRIDAY, 97TH FEBRUARY, 1900, 


Earn. oF MexporouGH- —Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that — the 
right of John Horatio Earl of Mexborough to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction 
of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


ApprEss The Queen's Answer to the Address of Tuesday, the 30th of 


January last, reported, and Address and Answer to be printed and 


published 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 


Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with: — Aberdeen Potce and Improvement : 
Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust; Army and Navy 
Investment Trust; Aston Manor Tramways; Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway; Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) ; Bedford Gas : 
Belfast and County Down Railway : Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway : 
Birmingham Corporation (Stock): Birmingham (Ning Mdward the 
Sixth) Schools; Birmingham University : Bournemouth Corporation ; 
Bradford Corporation ; Bray and Enniskerry Railway ; Brewery and 
Commercial Investment Trust ; Brighton Corporation ; Bristol Cor 
poration ; Bristol Water; British Gas Light Company (Staffordshire 
Potteries) ; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway ; Buckingham, 
‘Towcester, and Metropolitan Junction Railway ; Burnley Corporation ; 
Bury and District Water(Transfer) ; Caledonian Railway ; Charing Cross 
and Strand Electricity Supply ; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway ; Chelsea Water; Cheltenham Improvements; Cheshire 
Lines Committee ; Church’s Patent ; City and South London Rail- 
way ; City of London Electric Lighting ; City of London (Various 
Powers) ; Cleethorpes Gas ; Clontarf Urban District Council ; Clyde 
Navigation ; Colonial Bank ; Commercial Union Assurance Company ; 
Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway ; County of London and 
3rush Provincial Electric Lighting; Coventry Corporation ; Cowes 
Pier ; Crowborough District Water (Gas Transfer) ; Croydon Tram 
ways and Improvements; Crystal Palace Company ; Dearne Valley 
Railway ; Donegal Railway ; Dorking Water; Dublin Corporation ; 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway ; Dundee Harbour ; Durham 
(County of) Electric Power Supply; East London Water; East 
Shropshire Water ; East Stirlingshire Water ; Endinburgh Corpora 
tion; Edinburgh District Lunacy Board; Exeter Corporation ; 
Exmouth and District Water; Exmouth Urban District Water ; 
Falkirk and District Water; Falkirk Corporation; Farnworth 
Urban District Council ; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Har- 
hours ; Fishguard Water and Gas; Gas Light and Coke Company ; 
Gas Light and Coke, Commercial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas 
Companies ; Glasgow and South-Western Railway ; Glasgow Building 
Regulations ; Glastonbury and Street Gas ; Glastonbury Corporation 
Gas; Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas ; Government Stock 
and other Securities Investment Company ; Grantham Gas; Great 
Berkhamstead Water; Great Central Railway ; Great Eastern Rail- 
way ; Great Northern Railway ; Great Northern Railway (Ireland) ; 
Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Treland 
Railway Companies Amalgamation; Great Southern and Western 
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and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Companies Amalga- 
mation; Great Southern and Western Railway; Great Western 
Railway; Great Yarmouth Port and Haven; Gun _ Barrel 
Proof Act, 1868, Amendment; Gwyrfai Rural District Council 
Water ; Halifax Corporation; Hamilton Burgh; Hartlepool Gas 
and Water; Hastings Corporation; Hastings Harbour ; Hastings 
Tramways; Hemel Hempstead Corporation (Water); Higham 
Ferrers Water; Hoylake and West Krikby Improvement ; Hudders- 
field Corporation Tramways; Huntingdon Corporation ; Ilfracombe 
Improvement ; Ipswich Corporation Tramways; Jarrow and Hep- 
burn Electricity Supply ; Kingseourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway ; 
Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation; Kingston-pon-Thames Gas ; 
Knott End Railway ; Lambeth Water; Laneashire and Yorkshire 
Railway ; Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway ; Lancashire 
Electric Power ; Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board ; Lancaster Corpora- 
tion ; Latimer Road and Acton Railway ; Lee Conservaney ; Lincoln 
Corporation (Tramways) ; Liverpool Corporation ; Liverpool Overhead 
Railway ; London and India Docks Joint Committee ; London and 
North-Western Railway ; London and North-Western Railway (Wales) ; 
London and Saint Katharine Docks and East and West India Dock 
Companies ; London and South-Western Railway ; London, Brighton, 
and South Coast Railway ; Londen County Couneil (Compulsory 
Purchase of Land); London County Conneil (General Powers) ; 
London County Council (Improvements) ; London County Couneil 
(Spitalfields Market); London Hydraulic Power Company ; London 
Sea Water Supply ; London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway ; 
London Water (Parchase) ; London Water (Welsh Supply) ; Lowestoft 
Railway ; Maidenhead Gas ; Manchester City Railway ; Manchester 
and Liverpool Electric Express Railway ; Manchester Corporation 
Tramways ; Manchester Ship Canal; Margate Corporation ; Margate 
Pier and Harbour; Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation ; 
Maryport Harbour; Menstone Water (Transfer) ; Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board; Mersey Railway ; Metropolitan District Railway ; 
Metropolitan Water Companies ; Mid-Kent Water; Midland Great 
Western Railway of Ireland; Midland Railway; Milford Docks ; 
Morecambe Urban District Council (Gas); Morley Corporation ; 
Motherwell and Bellshill Railway ; Motherwell Water; Mountain 
Ash Water; Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways 
(Abandonment); Neath Harbour; Neweastle-upon-Tyne Electric 
Supply ; Newport Corporation; Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas ; 
New Russia Company ; Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban District 
Gas ; North British Railway ; North-Eastern Railway ; North-Eostern 
Railway (Steam Vessels) ; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply ; 
North Metropolitan Railway and Canal; North Warwickshire 
Water; Nottingham Corporation; Oldham Corporation ; Ossett 
Corporation Gas ; Ossett Gas ; Otley Urban District Council Water ; 
Paignton Urban District Water; Pontefract Park ; Preston Corpor- 
ation ; Purfleet and Gravesend Junction Railway ; Ramsgate Corpor- 
ation Improvements ; Rawmarsh Urban District Council (Tramways) ; 
Reading Corporation (Tramways); Redhill Gas; Rhymney Iron 
Company ; Rhymney Railway ; Rickmansworth and Uxbridge 
Valley Water ; Rotherham Corporation ; Rotherhithe and Ratcliffe 
Tunnel; Rugeley Gas; St. Alban’s Water; St David's Railway 
(Additional Powers) ; Salford Corporation ; Scarborough Corporation ; 
Scottish American Investment Company; Scottish Widows’ Fund 
and Life Assurance Society ; Sheffield Corporation ; Sheffield District 
Railway ; Southampton Harbour ; South-Eastern and London, 
Chatham and Dover Railways ; South-Eastern Railway ; South 
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Essex Water: South Essex Water Board; South Lancashire Tram 
ways ; South Metropolitan Gas ; Southport Corporation ; Southport 
Extension and Tramways ; Southport Water; South Shields Corpor 


ation ; South Staffordshire Tramways ; South Wales Electrical Power 


Distribution ; Spalding Urban District Council (Water) ; Stockport 
Corporation ‘Tramways ; Sunderland Corporation ; Sutton District 
Water; Taff Vale Railway; Taunton Corporation ; Tottenham 
Urban District Council; Tyneside Electric Power; Universal Life 
Assurance Society; Vale of Rheidol Light Railway ; Wakefield 
Corporation Market ; Wandsworth and Putney Gas ; West Bromwich 
Corporation; West) Ham Corporation; Westgate and Birchington 
Water: Wetherby District Water: Whitechapel and Bow Railway : 
Widnes and Runcorn Bridge ; Wirral Railway ; Withington 
Urhan District Council; Wolverhampton, Essington, and Cannock 
Chase Jnnetion Railway: Wolverhampton Gas ; Woodbridge 
District Water; Workington Railways and Docks. And the Certiti- 
cates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
not been complied with: -Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways ; County 
and City of Dublin Electric Lighting ; Cardiff Corporation ; Newry, 
Keady, and Tynan Light) Railway ; Shannon Water and Electric 
Power ; Devonport Corporation. The same were ordered to lie on 
the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


CoMPANIES (Winpinc-uUr) Act, L&890- General Rules made pursuant to 
Section 26 of the Companies (Winding-Up) Act, 1890, dated 28th December, 
1899 


PoLuinG Districts (County or NoRTHUMBERLAND)-—Order made by the 
County Council of Northumberland, dividing into polling districts so 
much of the ‘Tyneside Parliamentary division of the County of Northum- 
berland as is comprised in the parishes of Camperdown, Longbenton, and 
Weetslade. Laid hefore the House (pursnant to Act), aud ordered to lie 
on the Table 


Licht Ramway Act, 1896—I. Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of a light railway 1. In the county of Essex, from 
Kelvedon to Coggeshall. 2. In the West Riding of the county of York, 
from Bradford to Leeds. 3. In the county of Caithness, between Wick 
and Lybster. 4. In the West Riding of the county of York, in and near 
the borough of Doncaster. 5. In the county of Kent, between Cranbrook 
and Tenterden, in extension of the Rother Valley (Light) Railway, and the 
construction and working of that railway asa light railway. 6. In the 
county of Lincoln, from Lincoln to Seawby. 7. In the county of Lincoln, 
from Frodingham and Scunthorpe to Whitton, Winterton, and Wintering- 
ham. &. In the counties of Worcester and Warwick, from Redditch to 
Astwood Bank. 9. In the county of Stafford, commencing in the parish 
of Essington and terminating in the parish of Darlaston, with branches. 
I]. Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified and 
confirmed hy the Board of Trade—l. Amending the Basingstoke and 
Alton Light Railway Order, 1897. 2. Authorising the Glasgow and South 
Western Railway Company to construct and work as a light railway the 
Cairne Valley Railway, which the said Company have power to construct 
and work under the Glasgow and South-Western Railway Act, 1897. Pre- 

sented [by command], and ordered to lie on the Table 
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NEW BILL. 

Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [u.1.]—A Bill to amend the 


the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, for Scotland—Was presented by the 
Lord Balfour ; read first time ; and to be printed. (No. 9) ane ... 1024 


House adjourned at half-past Four of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 9TH FEBRUARY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivATE Bits [Lords]—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table, Report from the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that in respect of the Bills 
comprised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied with in the following cases, viz. :- 

17 Army and Navy Investment Trust; Aston Manor Tramways; Barry 

Railway (Steam Vessels) ; Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway ; Birmingham 

Corporation (Stock) ; Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools ; 

Birmingham University ; Bournemouth Corporation ; Brewery and Com- 

mercial Investment Trust ; Bristol Water; Burnley Corporation ; Bury 

and District Water (Transfer); Caledonian Railway ; Church’s Patent ; 

Cleethorpes Gas ; Clyde Navigation; Commercial Union Assurance Com- 

pany ; Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway ; Cowes Pier; Crystal 

Palace Company ; Dearne Valley Railway ; Donegal Railway ; ’ Dorking 

Water; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway ; Dundee Harbour ; 

East Shropshire Water; East Stirlingshire Water; Bdinburgh Corpora- 

tion ; Edinburgh District Lunacy Board; Exmouth and District Water ; 

Exmouth Urban District Water; Falkirk and District Water; Falkirk 

Corporation ; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbowrs ; Fishguard 

22 Water and Gas ; Glasgow and South Western Railwey ; Glasgow Building 

Regulations ; Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas: Government 

Stock and other Securities Investment Company ; Great Berkhampstead 

Water; Great Central Railway ; Great Southern and Western and Water- 

ford and Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation ; Great 

Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway 

Companies Amalgamation ; Great Southern and Western Cailway ; Gun 

Barrel Proof Act, E868, Amendment: Gwyfrai Rural District Couneil 

Water ; Hemel Hempstead Corporation (Water) ; Highain Ferrers Water 

Ipswich Corporation Tramways; Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation 

Kingston-upon-Thames Gas ; Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board ; Lincoln 

Corporation Tramways ; Liverpool Overhead Railway ; London, Brighton, 

and South Coast Railway ; London Hydraulic Power Company ; London 

Sea Water Supply ; Manchester Corporation Tramways ; Manchester Ship 

Canal ; Margate Corporation ; Margate Pier and Harbour ; MenstoneWater 

(Transfer); Mersey Docks and Harbour Board ; Mersey Railway ; Midland 

Great Western Railway of Ireland ; Milford Docks ; Morley Corporation ; 

Motherwell and Bellshill Railway ; Motherwell Water; Mountain Ash Water ; 

Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways (Abandonment) ; Neath 

Harbour ; Newport ‘Corporation ; Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas ; New 

Russia Company ; Newtown and Llanllwehaiarn Urban District Gas ; 

North British Railw: ay ; North Eastern Railway ; North Eastern Railway 

2: (Steam Vessels) ; Otley Urban District Council Water ; Paignton Urban 
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District Water; Preston Corporation ; Purfleet and Gravesend Junction 
Railway ; Ramsgate Corporation Improvements; Rawmarsh Urban 
District Council (Tramways); Rhymney [ron Company ; Rhymney 
Railway ; Rotherham Corporation ; Rotherhithe and Ratcliffe Tunnel ; 
Salford Corporation ; Scottish American Investment Company ; Scottish 
Widows’ Fund and Life Assurance Society ; Sheftield Corporation ; Shettield 
District Railway ; Southampton Harbour; South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railways: South Eastern Railway ; South Essex 
Water: South Essex Water Board: South Shields Corporation ; South 
Staffordshire Tramways ; Sunderland Corporation; Taff Vale Railway : 
Universal Life Assurance Society ; Westgate and Birchington Water : 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway ; Wirral Railway; Withington Urban 
District Council: Workington Railways and Docks. And that they 
have certified that the Standing Orders have not been complied with in 
the following case, viz.:  Cardit? Corporation 


Privare Birt Peririons (STANDING OrDERS NOT COMPLIED WItH)-—Mr. 
SPEAKER Jaid upon the Table Reports from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that ins the case of the Petitions for the 
following Bills, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. : 
Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill: County and City of Dublin 
Electric Lighting Bill; Devonport Corporation Bill; Newry, Keady, and 
Tynan Light Railway Bill: Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill. 


Ordered, that the Reports be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders 


PrivaTE BILL Perirtons | LoRps| (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH) 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not 
heen complied with, viz: Cardiff Corporation Bill [Lords]. Ordered, 
That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


ABERDEEN PoLICe AND IMPROVEMENT Petition, and Bill) ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Brvee and Mr. Pirie es 


Atmore, Coarsripgk, AND Distraer Waren Trest Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk), Ma. Douglas, and 
Mr. MelNitlop i 


Baker Srreer AND Warertoo Ratway — Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir John William Maclure, Mr. Halsey, and Mr. Bill 


Bevrorp GaAs—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pym and 
Mr. Thornton ... : 


BeLrasr AND County Down Rainway Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Blakiston-Houston and Mr. \Cartan 


Braprorp CorRporation—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought m by 
Mr. Greville, Mr. Wanklyn, and Mr. Flewer 


Bray ANT) ENNISKERRY Rai~wavy —Petitien, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Harrington and Mr, Claney 


BuiGhTON CORPORATION — Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Loader, Mr. Vernon-Wentworth, and Sir Henry Fletcher ... 
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British Gas Licut CoMpANY (STAFFORDSHIRE Porreries)---Petition, and 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Aird and Mr. Skewes-Cox 


BroMPTON AND PiccaDILLy Circus Raitway—-Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Alban Gibhs and Mr. Whitmore ... 


BUCKINGHAM, TOWCESTER AND METROPOLITAN JUNCTION RALLWAY - Petition, 
aud Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir John William Maclure, Sir 
Benjamin Stone, and Mr. Carlile ath 


CHARING Cross AND STRAND EnEctrriciry SuppLy—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to he brought in by Mr. Seton-Karr and Mr. Faithfull Begg 


Cuarning Cross, Euston AND HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY-- Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bonsor and Mr. Lawson Walton 


CHELSEA WaTER-—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Boulnois and Captain Bowles 


CHESHIRE LINes CoMMITTER — Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Henderson and Mr. Jackson 


Ciry AND SouTH LONDON RaiLway- —Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Kimber and Mr. Bond 


Ciry oF Lonpon Exvecrric LicgntinG —Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Kimber and Mr. Paulton 


Ciry or LONDON (VARIOUS PowErs)—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Reginald Hanson and Sir Horatio Davies... 


CLONTARF URBAN District Counci.-— Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Carson, Mr. J. H. M. Campbell, Captain Phillpotts, and Mr. 
William Moore ae st os we a4 Be Sak : 


COLONIAL BANK —Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mur. Hoare 


and Mr. Alban Cibbs ... 


COUNTY OF LONDON AND Brust Provincia ELeernic LiGdTing—— Petition, 
and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Boulnois and Sir Weetman 
Pearson 


COVENTRY Corpor yrton Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mer, 
Charles Murray and Mr. Newdigate... 


Croybon TRAMWAYsS AND LipkovEMENTS—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir James Fergusson and Mr. Bonsor ses 


DUBLIN Corporation —Petition, and Bill crdered to be brought in by Me. 
Hemphill, Mr. Joho Redmond, Mir Field, Vir. Harvineton, Ma. PT. ML Healy, 
and Mr. Carew a 

DeurHam (County oF) Execrric Power SurpLy—Petition, and Bill ev to be 
brought in by Mr. Atherley-Jones and Mr. Samuel Evans... 


Kast LonboN WArER—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Colonel 
Lockwood, Mr. Banbury, and Mr. Boulnois... its 
ie 
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LONDON AND SourH-WEsTERN RaiLway—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Beach, Sir Barrington Simeon, and Colonel Williams ... 


Lonpon County Couneit (ComMpuLSORY PURCHASE OF LAND)—-Petition, and 
Bill ordered to brought in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John Burns. 


LONDON County Councrin (GENERAL PowrERs)—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. Whitmore 


LONDON County Councit (IMPpROVEMENTS)-—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. Whitmore. 


LONDON County CouNncin (SPITALFIELDS MARKET)—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John Burns. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND Eppinc: Forest RatLway—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in-by Mr. Lafone and Mr. Wanklyn. 


Loxpon Warre (Prrcnasr) Petition, and Bill ordered to be Wrought in by 
View James Stuart and Mi Joho Borns. 


Lonpon Warer (Weis Strpry) — Petition, and Bilbordered to be brought in 
by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John Burns... 


LOWESTOFT RATLAWAY Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in hy Mer. 
Lyttelton and My Clough 


MAIDENHEAD Gas Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Palmer and Commander Young. 


MANCHESTER AND Liverpool ELEcTRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY—- Petition, and 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir James Fergusson, Mr. W. F. Law- 
rence, Mr. Schwann, Sir John Willox, Mr. Galloway, and Mr. Warr 


Vancuester Crry Ratway Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Sir James Fergusson, Mr. Schwann, and Mr. Disraeli 


Varker Wretenron DRAINAGE AND NAVIGATION Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Coant Lawson and Mir. Wilsou-Todd 


Merroponiran Districr RAtway — Petition, and Bil ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Charles Dalrvinple and Mr. Aird 


Merrorouitan Water Companies -Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Boulnois and Colonel Lockwood ... 


Min-Kenr Waren Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. ‘Pom- 
linson, General Goldsworthy, and Mr. Aird sie 


Miptanp Ratway —Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in’ by Sir 
Frederick Mappin and Mr. Allison 


MorecaMBe Urpan Districr Councit (GaAs) —Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Colone! Foster and Mr. ‘Tomlinson 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC StpeLy—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Burt, Mr, William Allan, and Mr. Joseph A. Pease 


Pay 


1033 


1033 


1033 


1033 


1033 


1033 


Loan 


1033 


L033 


LO34 


1034 


1034 


LOo4 


1034 


1054 


1034 


L034 


1034 








bel 
No 


Oss 


Oss 


Por 


; 
Ke. 


REI 


SOU 


Sou 


Sou 


Sov 


Sou’ 





“fe 


we 


3 


~~ 
aw 


44 


34 








Felvnary eI 
Norri Merrovourran Evectric Power Surety —-Petition, and Bill ordered 


to be brought in Mr. Atherley-Jones and Mr. Samuel Evans 


NortTH Merrovourran Rathway AND CANAL Company-—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert Rollit and Mr. Aird 


NortH WARWICKSHIRE WATER —Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Sir Joseph Leese and Sir Harry Bullard. . 


NoTTiNGHAM CoRPoRATION—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Bond and Mr. Yoxall 


OLDHAM CoRPORATION—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Emmott and Mr. Runciman ; 


Osskit Corvonation Gas-- Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
My. Alfred Hutton and Mr. Oldrovd 


Osskit GAs—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jackson, Mr. 
Fison and Mr. Aird 


Ponterracr Park Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Nussey, 
Sir John Austin, and Colonel Gunter 


RRADING CORPORATION (TRAMWAYs)- -Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Palmer and Sir Albert: Rollit 


REDHILL Gas— Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Alexander 


Acland-Hood and Mri. Bonsor ar i sil sof ee 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXsBriIdGE VALLEY WatTER —Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Mr, Aird 


RuGELEY GAs—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Heath and 
Mr. Henderson 


St. ALBAN’s Water -Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Hudson and Mr. Vieary Gibbs ; 


Si’. Davip’s Rathway (AppirionaL Powkrs) —Vetition, and Bill ordered to 
he brought in by Mr. Philipps, General Laurie, and Mr. David Randell... 


SCABOROUGH CORPORATION — Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in’ by 
Mr. Beekett and Mr. Rickett ... 


SourH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS-—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Sir Archibald Willox and Mr. Brigg 


SoutTu METROPOLITAN GAs—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in’ by 
Mr. Banbury and Mr. Woodall 


SOUTHPORT CoRPORATION—Petition, and Bill ordered to he brought in by Sir 
George Pilkington and Sir Joseph Leese 


SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND ‘TRAMWAYS—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir George Pilkington and Sir Joseph Leese 


SouTHPORT WATER—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Kenyon 
and Colonel Mellor ae 
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SouTH WALEs ELectricaL Power DistripuTION—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Samuel Evans and Mr. Alfred Thomas ... it 





SPALDING UrBAN District CouncIL (WATER)—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Pollock, Sir Joseph Leese, and Mr. Randell 


Stockport CorPoraTION TRAMWAYS—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr, George Whiteley and Mr. Melville és 


TAUNTON CorporaTion—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Colonel Welby and Sir Alexander Acland-Hood ve ree 





TOTTENHAM UrBAN District Councit—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Howard and Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland 


TYNESIDE ELEcTric PowEr—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease, Mr. Cruddas, Sir James Joicey, and Mr. William 
Allan ‘3 


VALE or Rutemou Licut Raiway—Petition, and Bill ordered to he brought 
in by Mr. Vaughan Davies and Colonel Pryce-Jones 


WAKEFIELD Corporation MARKET —Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pickard and Mr. Oldroyd... a si sex 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GaAs-—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Kimber and Sir John Colom) 


West Bromwicu Corporation—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Ernest Spencer, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir Henry Meysey- 
Thompson, Mr. Brooke Robinson, and Mr. Parkes... 


West Ham Corporation—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Ernest Gray and Major Rasch sy “ 
WerHERBY District WaTER—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 


Colonel Gunter and Mr. Lyttelton 


WIDNES AND RuNcorN BripGE—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
hy Colonel Cotton-Jodrell and Sir John Brunner 


WOLVERHAMPTON, EssINGTON, AND CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAILWAY- 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Alfred Hickman, 
Colonel Milward, and Myr. Warner oe 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAs— Petition, and Bill ordered to he brought in by Mr. 
Staveley Hill and Sir Alfred Hickman A des 


Woopsripck Disrnicr Waren Petition, and Bill) ordered to be brought in 
by Captain Pretyman and Mr. Moulton 


AIRDRIE AND COoATBRIDGE TRAMWAYs—Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders sc 

County AND City oF Dusiin ELectric LigutinG-——-Petition for Bill ; referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing Orders _ ie sit 


Drvonport CorporATiON-—-Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders... ie vee Aes és di sai soe 
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Newry, KEADY, AND TyNAN Licut RaiLway —Petition for Bill ; referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders ... eas “ ae sa 


SHANNON WATER AND Enectric Powrr—Petition for Bill ; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders Ay ie ae ibe ne 


Mititary LANDS ProvisionaAL OrnER—Bill to comfirm a Provisional Order 
of the Secretary of State, under the Military Lands Act, 1892, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Wyndham and Mr, Powell-Williams 


Military Lands Provisional Order Bill-——‘“ To confirm a Provisional Order 
of the Secretary of State, under the Military Lands Act, 1892,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 71]... 


LicHt RaiLways Act, 1896-—Copy presented,—of Order made by the Light 
tailway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed hy the Board of Trade, 
wuthorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of Essex 
from Kelvedon to Coggeshall (Coggeshall Light Railway Order, 1899) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the county of Lincoln from Frodingham 
and Scunthorpe to Whitton Winterton and Winteringham (North Lindsey 
Light Rallways Order, 1900) [hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of ‘Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the county of Lincoln from Lincoln to 
Scawby (North Lincolnshire Light Railway Order, 1900) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the West Riding of the county of York 
from Bradford to Leeds (Bradford and Leeds Light Railway Order, 1899) 
{hy Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,--of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of Light Railways in the West Riding of the county of York, 
in and near the horough of Doncaster (Doncaster Corporation Light Rail 
ways Order, 1899) [by Command]: to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, -of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and moditied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the counties of Worcester and Warwick, 
from Redditch to Astwood Bank (Redditch and District Light Railways 
Order, 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Stafford, commencing in the parish of 
Essington and terminating in the parish of Darlaston, with branches 
(Essington and Ashmore Light Railway Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction 
of Light Railways in the county of Kent, between Cranbrook and 
Tenterden, in extension of the Rother Valley (Light) Railway, and the 
construction and working of that Railway as a Light Railway (Cranbrook 
and Tenterden Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented,—-of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the County of Caithness, between Wick 
and Lybster (Wick and Lybster Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,--of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
wud modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
(ilasgow and South-Western Reilway Company to construct and work is 
a Light Railway the Cairn Valley Railway which the said company have 
power to construct and work under the Glasgow and South-Western 
Railway Act, 1897 (Glasgow and South-Western Railway (Cairn Valley 
Light Railway Order, 1899) [hy Command]: to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,— of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and contirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the Basing 
stoke and Alton Light Railway Order, 1807 (Basingstoke and Alton Light 
Railway (Amendment) Order, 1900) [by Command]: to lie upon the 
Table 


PETITIONS. 


GROUND Rents (TAXATION By LocAL AUTHORITIES)—Petition from Win- 


nington, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES’ SERVANTS’ SUPERANNUATION-—Petition from Edmonton, 


for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors (IRELAND) BitL—-Petition from Belfast, in 


favour ; to lie upon the Table me sis mes Su ee 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY Bint—--Petitions, in favour, from 


Stamford : and Lavenham ; to lie upon the Table... 


SALE OF TNTONICATING Liquors ‘tO CHILDREN Bink Petition from Hull, in 


favour; to lie upon the Table 


Town Councits (ScorLanp) Bini Petition from Kilrenny, in favour, to lie 


upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


CompaNiEs (WinDING-UP) Act, 1890—Copy presented,—-of General Rules 


made pursuant to Section 26 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, 
dated 28th December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


POLLING Districts (NORTHUMBERLAND)—Copy presented,—of Order made 


by the County Council of Northumberland, dividing into polling districts 
so much of the Tyneside Parliamentary Division of the county of North- 
umberland as is comprised in the parishes of Camperdown, Long Benton, 
and Weetslade |by Act]; to lie upon the Table 





Page 


L038 


1040 


1040 


1040 


Ludu 


1040 


1040 


1041 


1041 





beh 
Nav 


Roy. 


AGE] 


SOU! 


Prot 


Sin 


BRIT 


PROP 


Mint 


Lort 


Vout 


CANA 


TRES 


SEPA 


Con’ 


3001 





Powe 


040 


040 


040 


O40 


O40 


O40 


O41 


O41 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. OXXNIX 


Navy Estimates, 1900-1901 
with explanation of Differences 
and to be printed [No. £1] 


Estimates presented, 
[hy Command]: to lie upon the Table, 


RoyaAL UNIversITy OF IRELAND—Copy presented,—ot Eighteenth Report of 
the Royal University of Ireland, being for the year 1899 [by Command] ; 


to lie upon the Table ... 


AGED DesERVING Poor (DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE)—Copy_presented,— 
of Report of the Departmental Committee on the financial aspects of the 
proposals made by the Select Committee of the House of Cammons of 
1899 about the Aged Deserving Poor, with Appendices [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... wae _ en 


QUESTIONS. 


War--Rigur or SkARcH—THE 
3owles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 


Wan-- CONTRABAND 
HeERzZ0G—Question, 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


IN THE SOUTH ABPRICAN REPUBLICS 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Ma. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) 


Question, Mr Gibson Bowles : 


ALPRED MILNER’S Spare Question, Mr. Swift) MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ;: 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... , 

OUTBREAK OF WarR—-Question, 
Mr. Hedderwick (Wicks Burghs) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


PROPORTION OF ARTILLERY STRENGTH —-Question, Colonel Welby (Taunton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Question, Sir John 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; 


Lonp PVeEAGH'S AMBULANCE Corps—-Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; 

Auswer, Mr. Wyndham sy BA oa in ve 
Sinith (llineshire) : Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


CANADIAN MepicaL CONTINGENT 
Haverfordwest); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


Question, General Laurie (Pembroke and 


SUMATRA --Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


Hammond (Carlow); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


HORSES—- Question, 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell 
Williams, Birmingham, 8.) may Soh ee ae ve 
300T CONTACTS—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, 

Mr. J. Powell Williams 
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RirLE RANGES—Question, Mr. Radeliffe Cooke (Hereford); Answer, Mr, 

Wyndham iat se ve od . hs .-» 1050 
THE SrERRA LEONE CAMPAIGN--MEDALS—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; 

Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... : me sex sick ‘ .»» 1050 
THE AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BiLt—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 

(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... .. 105] 
THE KowsHING—Question, Mr. Provand (Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; Answer, 

Mr. Brodrick ... ls ae 1A sae se ay io ..- 105] 
Russtan Loan TO PrERSIA—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 

Brodrick via We = ie .»- 1051 
Foor anv Mout Diskask REGULATIONS—Questions, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, 

Eye) and Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, Mid); Answers, The President of 

the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) . 1052 
CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OrriCE—HOoLipaAy ARRANGEMENTS——Question, Mr. 

Steadman (‘Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary 

to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 1053 
Post OrricE—LONDON TELEPHONE EXCHANGE—Question, Mr. Provand ; 

Answer, Mr. Hanbury . 1053 
‘IRtsH PieRS AND HARBOURS—Question, Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Hanbury , a eS or ... 1054 
ParcEL Post to IRELAND-——Question, Mr. William Moore; Answer, Mr. 

Hanbury a a ite i ... 1054 
SNEEN MaAits—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury... 1055 
STEAM TRAWLERS IN WEXFORD BAy—Questions, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, §.), 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), Mr. Power (Waterford, E.), and Mr. 

Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Admiralty met Goschen, 

St. George’s, Hanover Square . 1055 
WARDEN EstaTE, Co. KERRY—Questions, Mr. Flavin, and Mr. T. M. Healy ; 

Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry,N.) 1056 
KANBURK BARONIAL RAILWay GU en Mr. Flynn ; Answer, 

Mr. Atkinson ; it sa oes es . 1057 
CLARE PoLice Forck—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.): Answers, 

Mr. Atkinson ... ; 1085 
MARQUESS OF SLIGO’s EstaTeE—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; Answer, 

The Vice-President of the Agricultural Department for Ireland (Mr. 

Plunkett, Dublin County, 8.) . 1059 
MvZZLING ORDERS IN CoRK—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy hei k); Answer, 

Mr. Plunkett ; bes nes Rie tok 5 a ... 1059 
SouTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM THE FRONT—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 

Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, The First Lord of the ree 

(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E,) .. ; . . 1060 
BusINESS OF THE House—Question Sir H. sci iatinats Answer, 

Mr, A. J. Balfour... van 2 os sil sie _— ... 1060 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 


Motion made, and Question put:—‘“ That the proceedings on the 
Address, if under discussion at Twelve o'clock this night, be not 
interrupted under the Standing Order, Sittings of the House.”—(J/r. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :---Ayes, 226 ; Noes, 86. (Division List No. 6.) 


NEW BILLS. 


HousInG OF THE WORKING CLAssSES—Bill to amend the Law relating to 
the Housing of the Working Classes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Steadman, Mr. John Burns, Captain Norton, and Mr. Woods : 


HousING OF THE WoRKING CLAssEsS (RURAL Dtstricts)—-Bill to amend the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, so as to facilitate the provision 
of cottages by Rural Authorities, ordered to be brought in by Sir Walter 
Foster, Vr. Channing, Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Price, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. 
Billson, Mr. Frederick Wilson, and Mr. Soames ae so , 


WINE AND BEERHOUSE AcTS AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Law relating 
to the licensing of Beerhouses and places for the sale of Cider and Wine 
by retail in England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert 
Lewis, Mr. Courtney, Sir Cameron Gull, and Mr. Cameron Corbett 


Wine and Beerhouse Acts Amendment Bill--“To amend the Law 
relating to the licensing of Beerhouses and places for the sale of Cider 
and Wine by retail in England and Wales,” presented and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 20th February, and to be 
printed, [Bill 73] -~ 


LICENSED PREMISES (HoURS OF SALE) (SCOTLAND)—Bill to alter the Law 
relating to the Hours during which premises licensed for the sale of 
excisable liquors may be open in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Provand, Captain Sinclair, Mr. Colville, Mr. Ure, and Mr. Caldwell ... 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) (Scotland) Bill “To alter the Law 
relating to the Hours during which premises licensed for the sale of 
excisable liquors may be open in Scotland,” presented, and read the first 
time; to he read a second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 74] 


BAKEHOUSES (Hours or LABoUR)—Bill to restrict the Hours of Labour in 
Bakehouses to forty-eight per week, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Woods, Mr. John Burns, and Mr. Steadman 


Bakehouses (Hours of Labour) Bill—‘ To restrict the Hours of Labour in 
Bakehouses to forty-eight per week,” presented, and read the first time ; 
in re a second time — Wednesday, 1 14th — and to be a 
Bill 76 a cia 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN CHARGE) rant certificates 
to persons in charge of steam engines and lee lo to be brought 
in by Mr. Jonathan Samuel, Mr. J. A. Pease, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Helder, 
Colonel Denny, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. John Wilson lamas Mr. Poulton, 
Mr. Joseph W alton, and Mr. Holland ‘ ; a 
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Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill—‘“'l'o grant certifi- 
cates to Persons in Charge of Steam Engines and Boilers,” Presented and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 77.] 


Housing of the Working Classes Bill-—‘To amend the Law relating to 
the Housing of the Working Classes,” presented, and read the first time: 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 25th April, and to be printed. 


| Bill 72.] 


Housing of the Working Classes (Rural Districts) Bill To amend the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, so as to facilitate the provision 
of cottages by Rural Authorities,” presented and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 23rd February, and to be printed. | Bill 75] 


ADDREssS IN ANSWER TO HER MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH -[ Ninth 
Day’s Debate}-—Order read for assuming Adjourned Debate on Main 
Question [30th January], * That an humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, as followeth : 

Most Gracious Soverciqn, 

We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the most 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Cuptuin Pretyman.) 


Question again proposed. 


Debate Resumed. 


TAXATION OF IRELAND, 


Amendment proposed 
© At the end of the Question, to add the words, * But we humbly represent to 
Your Majesty that the over taxation of Lreland, which promises to become greatly 
ageravated by the expenditure on the war in South Africa. is a most serious and 
pressing erievance, and demands the carly attention of Parliament with a view 
of its removal? (Mr. Caney.) 


Question proposed, * "That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION 


Vr. Lough (Islington, IT.) 1073 Mr. Rentoul (Down, EL.) 


Mr. Grant) Lawson, ( Vort: The Chancellor of the Eveheque r 
shire, NB. Thirsh-.) ... LOR] (Nir M. Hicks- Beach, Bristol 

Ur. John Redinond (later We Lae i s 
fo. in| 1 FOO | We FE Brenly (Louth, W) 


Question put. 
The House divided :---Ayes, 77: Noes, 200. (Division List No. 7.) 


Main Question again proposed. 
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Irish LAND ACts. 

Amendment proposed 
‘At the end of the Question to add the words, * But we humbly represent 

to Your Majesty that the administration of the Trish Land Acts is not satis- 
factory to any class of Your Majesty's Lrish subjects, and that the only and 
permanent solution of the Trish Land question must be found ina measure 
providing for the general and inimediate creation of an oceupying proprietary 


in that country.’ °—(Mr. Daly.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Willian Redinond Mr. Willian Moore (Antrim, N.) 
(Clare, Maye VDA Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 
The. IHorney General for Colonel Sannderson (. Lrinagh V.) 
Trelund (Mr. Atkinson, Mr. J.P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) 
Londonderry, N.) nc) DED Mr.O Malley (Galway, Connemara) 
Mir. Pinkerton (Galway) ve LEQZE Mr. Flavin (Kerry, NV.) aie 
(Juestion put. 
The House divided ;— Aves, 75; Noes, 209. (Division List No. 8.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


DEPORTATION OF PAUPERS INTO LRELAND. 


Amendment proposed 
* At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘ But we humbly represent 
to View Majesty the great regret of this House that no reference has ‘been made 
in Your Majesty's peech regarding a Hill to discontinue the deportation of 
paupers from England and W ales into Ireland.’ "—(Mr. Flavin. ) 
Question proposed, * That those words be there added.” 
The Necretarn to the Local Government Board ( Mr. 7’. W. Russell, Tyrone, ‘.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main question again proposed, 

Mr. AL. BALPOUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, * That. the 
(Question be now put.” 
The House divided --- Ayes, 215. Noes, 64. (Division List No. 9.) 
Main question put accordingly. 
The House divided ;— Ayes, 229; Noes, 39. (Division List No. 10.) 

Resolved, “That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty as 
followeth : 

Vost Gfractous Soveraran, 


We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 

ssembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
nese Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament. ” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors and such Members as are of Her 
Majesty’s Household. 
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SUPPLY—Resolved, That this House will, upon Monday next, resolve itself 
into a Committee to consider of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty. 


Ordered, That the several Estimates presented to this House during the 
present Session be referred to the Committee of Supply.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


WAYS AND MEANS--Resolved, That this House will, upon Monday next, 
resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the Ways and Means for 
raising the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.—( Mr. Hanbury.) 

SouTtH AFRICAN WaAk—NEWS FROM THE Front—On the Motion for 
Adjournment—Questions, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) and Mr. 
Tennant (Berwickshire) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury _— 
A. J. Balfour Manchester, E.) _ cok at 


Adjourned at ten minutes before One of the Clock. 





LORDS : MONDAY, 121TH FEBRUARY, 1900. 


ViscouNT CLIFDEN---Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Thomas Charles Agar Robartes, Viscount Clifden, to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction 
of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Sat First—The Lord Wynford sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his brother a ae sas eke am , 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with—Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent ; Maryport 
Harbour ; National Markets, Stores, and Workshops; Rochdale 
Corporation ; Southport and Lytham Tramroad ; Walsall Corporation ; 
And the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have not been complied with — Blackpool, St. Anne’s, 
and Lytham Tramways; South-Eastern Metropolitan Tramways : 
Aberdeen Corporation Tramways. The same were ordered to lie 
on the Table 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill [1.1.|: Birmingham Corporation (Stock) 
Bill [a..): Birmingham (King Edw: Ke the Sixth) Schools Bill. {11.0.]; 
Birmingham University Bill (ur. .]: Bournemouth Corporation Bill [te |. 
Presented, and read 1 xe a sia 


Burnley Corporation Bill [H.v.|) Bury aud District Water (Transfer) Bill 

‘owe .| ; Cardiff Corporation Bill [4.1.] ; Church’s Patent wg ree Clyde 

avigation Bill (H.L.]; Cowes Pier Bill [H.u.]; Dundee Jarbour Bill 

i ; East Shropshire Water Bill [n.1.] ; East Stirlingshire Water Bill 

; Edinburgh Corporation Bill [H. L.]; Edinburgh District Lunacy 

oa Bill [H.L. tT: Exmouth Urban District Water Bill Tn .L.]; Falkirk and 

District Water Bill [H.t.]; Falkirk Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Glasgow 

Building Regulations Bill [11.L.]; Hemel Hempstead Corporation (Water) 

Bill [H.L.] ; ” Higham Ferrers Water Bill [H.L.]; Ipswich ae 

Tramways Bill “Ta.L.] ; Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation Bill [HL]; 

Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [H.L.] ; Lincoln Corporation (Tram- 

ways) Bill [H.L.] ; Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill [1.L.] ; Margate 

Corporation Bill [1.L.]; Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill [u.1,] ; Mersey 

Docks and Harbour Board Bill [1.L.]; Morley arene Bill ahaiste J; 
Presented, and read 1“ pit _ 
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Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill [u.L.]; Motherwell Water Bill 
{u.t.]: Mountain Ash Water Bill [n.1.]; Neath Harbour Bill [1.1.] ; 
Newport Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Newtown and Llanllwehaiarn Urban 
District Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Otley Urban District Council Water Bill [H.1. 
Paignton Urban District Water Bill [H.1. ] : vie Corporation Bill | H.L. 
Ramsgate Corporation ec ements Bill [H.L.]; Rawmarsh Urban District 
Council (Tramways) Bill [i1.L.]; Rotherham Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; 
Ktotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill [1.1.] ; Salford Corporation Bill [H.1. | 
Shettield Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Southampton Harbour Bill [H.1.] ; South 
Essex Water Board Bill [11.1.]; South Shields Corporation Bill [H.1.] : 
Sunderland Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Withington Urban District Council 
Bill [11.1.]; Presented, and read 1“; Army and Navy Investment Trust 
Bill [#.L.]; Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [".L.]: Bexhill and 
Rotherfield Railway Bill [#.1.]; Brewery and Commercial Investment 
Trust, Limited, Bill [1.1]; Cleethorpes Gas Bill [1.L.]; Commercial Union 
Assurance Company Bill [1.t.]; Presented; read 1; and referred to the 
Examiners ay 


Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill |11.1..|; Crystal Palace 
Company Bill [H.1.]; Donegal Railway Bill [1.1.}; Dorking Water 
Bill (#.L.]: Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill [11.1.] ; Exmouth 
and District Water Bill [1.L.]; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours Bill [H.L.]; Fishguard Water and Gas Bill [H.1.] : Glasgow and 
South Western Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Government Stock and other Securities 
Investment Company bill [u.L.]; Great Berkhampstead Water Bill [H.1.] ; 
Great Central Railway Bill [t.1.]: Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford and Central Treland Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill 
{H.L.]; Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and 
Western Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [#.t,]; Great Southern 
and Western Railway Bill [1.1.]; Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment 
Bill [H.L.]; Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill [H.L.]: Liverpool Overhead 
Railway Bill [1.1.}; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; London Hydraulic Power Company Bill [u.t.]; London Sea Water 
Supply Bill [i.1.] > Manchester Ship Canal Bill [H.L.]: Margate Pier and 
Harbour Bill Sai | Presented ; read first time: and referred to the 
Examiners 496 


Mersey Railway Bill [11.1..]: Midland Great Western Railway of [reland 
Sill [Hn]; Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways (Abandon- 
ment) Bill [1.1.] ; Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas Bill [H.L.]; New Russia 
Company Bill [H.0.]; North-British Railway Bill [ti.L.]; North-Eastern 
Railway biil [H.L,]; North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [H.L.] : 
Rhymney lron Company Bill [it.|; Rhymney Railway Bill [1H1.]; 
Scottish American Investment Company, Limited, Bill [1.1.]; Scottish 
Widows’ Fund and Life Assurance Society Bill [H.L.]; Shettield District 
Railway Bill [H.L.]; South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railways Bill [H.u.]; South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railways Bill [1 1.] ; South- ees rm Railway Bill [H.L.] ; South Stafford- 
shire Tramways Bill [1...]; Taff Vale Railway Bill [u.L.] ; Universal Life 
Assurance Society Bill [H.1..]; Westgate and Birchington Water Bill [1.1] : 
Wirrall Railway Bill as Et. FF resented, and read first time; and referred 
to the Examiners ie: oe Bs ee wat 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de, 


AGep Deserving Poor —Report of Departmental Committee on the financial 


aspects of the proposals made by the Select Committee of the House of 
Commons of 1899; with appendices 


VOL. LXXVITL | Fourrn Series. | i, 
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Roya University OF [RELAND—-Annual Report for the year 1899. 





Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... Sa ... 1166 


CHELSEA HospitaAL—Account of the receipts and expenditure of the Com- 
missioners of Chelsea Hospital in respect of Army Prize and Legacy 
Funds, ete., for the year ended 31st March, 1899; together with the 
report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon ; laid betore the 


House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... be .. 1166 
PETITION. 
VaccINATION Acts—-Petition for amendment of; of the Guardians of the 
Poor of the Northwich Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table’... 1166 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR COMMANDS AT THE FRONT—Question, Lord Bateman ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 1166 


Land Charges Bill—{Lords], Second Reading—-Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) — ... ind ne < e 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House. 


Lunacy Bill—{Lords], Second Reading —Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


The Earl of Halsbury — ... ie 7 ase me in oo 11GF 


Read a second time, and committed to a Committee of the whole House, 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—-CONTEMPLATED MILITARY MEASURES, 


DISCUSSION : 

The Earl of Dunraven... 1168 Earl Brownlow ... a ..» 1188 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 1168 The Earl of Kimberley ... ... 1188 
Lord Saltoun — ... 1183 Earl Nelson... “ck .-». DEBS 
Lord Wantage... ... 1183 The Marquess of Granby soe EBD 
Viscount Galway ... ... L184 Lord Tweedmouth a +» LISD 
Lord Blythswood ... .-» 1185 The Earl of Wemyss... -.. 1191 
The Earl of Dunraven — ... 1186 The Marquess of Lansdowne .., 1192 
Lord Monkswell ... ... 1186 


The House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six of the clock. 





COMMONS: MONDAY, 12TH FEBRUARY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Brtts—{Lords]. Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills 
comprised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied with in the following cases, viz. :— 
Imschenetzky’s (Uralite) Patent. Maryport Harbour. National Markets 
and Stores and Workshops. Walsall Corporation ... bs 
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ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS—Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 


BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND LYTHAM TRAMWAYS—Petition for Bill ; referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


SoutH EASTERN METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS—Petition for Bill; referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill—-‘“ To authorise the Lord Provost, 
Magistrates, and Town Council of the City and Royal Burgh of Aberdeen 
to make certain bridge and street improvements, to confer upon them new 
powers with respect to police matters, streets, and buildings ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Airdrie, Coatbridge and District Water Trust Bill—‘“ To constitute and 
incorporate a water trust for the burghs of Coatbridge and Airdrie and the 
districts adjacent thereto in the county of Lanark to transfer to and vest in 
such trust the undertaking of the Airdrie and Coatbridge Water Company 
and for other purpose,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Baker Sreet and Waterloo Railway Bill—“To confer further powers 
upon the Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Company,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Bedford Gas Bill—‘ To confer further powers on the Bedford Gas Light 
Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Belfast and County Down Railway Bill—‘ To authorise the Belfast and 
County Down Railway Company to construct a railway from Newcastle to 
join the railway of the Great Nouthern Railway Company (Ireland) at 
Ballyroney ; to run over and use a portion of the railway of that company ; 
to enter into working and other agreements with that company ; to confer 
further powers upon the company with reference to steam vessels, and 
further powers in connection with their undertaking; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Bradford Corporation Bill—‘To authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Citizens of the city of Bradford, in the county of York, to construct 
additional tramways in and near the city; to acquire lands for the 
protection of their water supply ; to purchase the undertakings of the 
Clayton, Allerton, and Thornton Gas Company, the North Bierly Gas 
Company, the Eccleshill and Bolton Gas Company, and the Airedale Gas 
Company; to purchase gas from the Drighlington and Gildersome 
Gas Light Company ; to make further provision for “the health and good 
government of the city ; and for other ne ’ read the’ first time ; to 
he read a second time. mee shh : ner 


Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill—‘ ‘To empower the Bray and 
Enniskerry Railway Company to make certain extensions of their 
authorised railway, and to work same by electrical power ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
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Brighton Corporation Bill—“To empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and 


Burgesses of the county borough of Brighton to construct and work 
tramways ; to erect generating stations ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time : to be read a second time... = ie bee sos so LOT 


British Gas Light Company (Staffordshire Potteries) Bill— ‘lor 


empowering the British Gas Light Company, Limited, to erect new works 
and to expend further capital at their Staffordshire Potteries Station,” 
read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills... sii on ins ua a Bui one vas 210F 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill—“'To extend the time 


for the compulsory purchase of lands and for the construction and com- 
pletion of the Brompton and Piccadilly Cireus Railway ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills Ae ‘us ask _ éat - vide so 1197 


Buckingham, Towcester, and Metropolitan Junction Railway Bill 


“For incorporating the Buckingham, Towcester, and Metropolitan 
Junction Railway Company; and for empowering them to construct a 
Junct Railway C \ I g 
railway from Verney Junction, in the county of Buckingham, to 
Toweester, in the county of Northampton; and for other purposes,” read 

‘ I pur} , 
the first time; to be read a second time _... side it Me oe URGE 


Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Bill—“<‘T'o empower the 


Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Corporation, Limited, to 
construct a generating station in the parish of West Ham, and to lay 
mains connecting their generating stations, and to acquire lands, and to 
construct a short line of railway ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills cng, 1998 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill— “To extend the 


powers of the Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Company : 
and for other purposes,” read the first time: and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... ie das dnc ae a ..- 1198 


Chelsea Water Bill--‘‘‘lo confer further powers upon the Governor and 


Company of Chelsea Waterworks ; to declare valid the creation and issue 
by them of certain shares and stock and the payment of dividends thereon ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... ire a ne ee te .-» 1E96 


Cheshire Lines Committee Bill-—“ To enable the Cheshire Lines Com- 


mittee to make a new railway ; to acquire additional lands ; to stop up 
certain streets ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... set 24g we 1198 


City and South London Railway Bill“ To amend the City and South 


London Railway Act, 1893,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... ds es i <«s 1196 


City of London Electric Lighting Bill—“ To empower the City of London 


Electric Lighting Company (Limited) to acquire lands and work gene 
rating stations ; and for other purposes,” read the first time : and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
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City of London (Various Powers) Bill—‘‘To empower the Corporation 
of the City of London to acquire and maintain Finsbury Circus Gardens 
as an open space, and to acquire Spitalfields Market, with power to 
maintain or sell or lease the same ; to purchase lands for various purposes, 
and to adopt and apply the Baths and Washhouses Acts ; to establish a 
Crematorium at Ilford Cemetery ; to make further and better accommoda- 
tion for the laying of pipes, wires, and other apparatus in, over, or under 
streets ; to confer further powers upon the Corporation with respect to 
the control of streets and structures across streets and the fixing of 
apparatus for public lighting in streets ; to make further provisions for the 
health and good government of the City and of the open spaces therein ; 
to enable persons elected to Corporate Offices in the City to retire 
therefrom ; to empower the Corporation to borrow moriey ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Clontarf Urban District Council Bill“ To authorise the Clontarf Urban 
District Council to construct works for sewage and drainage purposes, to 
erect a sea wall, to acquire lands, to borrow moneys; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Colonial Bank Bill—“ To increase the limit of the note issue of the Colonial 
Bank ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


County of London and Brush Provincial Electric Lighting Bill—‘“ To 
authorise the County of London and Brush Provincial Electric Lighting 
Company, Limited, to purchase lands and construct generating stations ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... is ie oa zat wa scat 


Coventry Corporation Bill—‘“ To empower the Corporation of Coventry to 
make certain street works, and to confer further powers on them in regard 
to streets, buildings, and sewers, and the health, local government, and 
improvement of the city ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time mf Sea 


Croydon Tramways and Improvements Bill—‘ ‘lo authorise the Corpora- 
tion of Croydon to construct additional tramways and to work the tram- 
ways in the borough ; to execute certain street improvements ; to make 
further provision for the government and for the preservation of the health 
of the inhabitants of the county borough of Croydon; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Dublin Corporation Bill-——*'To extend the City of Dublin ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time sted : 


Durham (County of) Electric Power Supply Bill—* Fcr incorporating 
and conferring powers upon the County of Durham Electric Power Supply 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time pci 


East London Water Bill—<“ ‘Io authorise the Kast London Waterworks 

Company to construct additional storage reservoirs and other works ; to 
take further water from the river Thames in cases of exceptional drought 
and other emergency ; to raise further money ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills... a — “ee rs _ al ae one 
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Exeter Corporation Bill—‘“ To extend the city and county of the city - 
Exeter ; to unite the parishes within the extended city into one parish ; 
authorise the reconstruction of the Exe Bridge and the construction a 
certain street works ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time is ; 


Farnworth Urban District Council Bill—‘ To empower the Urban District 
Council of Farnworth to construct additional tramways and to work tram- 
ways, and to make further provisions for the good government of the said 
district ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time 


Gas, Light and Coke, Commercial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas 
Companies Bill —“ For making further provision as to testing the illumin- 
ating power of gas supplied by the Gas Light and Coke, the South 
Metropolitan Gas, and the Commercial Gas Companies in the Adminis- 
tractive County of London, and for regulating the supply by those 
companies of prepayment meters and fittings in connection therewith ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time... 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill—‘“ To enable the Gas Light and Coke 
Company to raise additional moneys and to purchase, take and hold lands ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the tea xaminers 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Glastonbury and Street Gas Bill-—“ For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Glastonbury Street and District Gas Company ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Glastonbury Corporation Gas Bill—‘ ‘To empower the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the Borough of Glastonbury to supply gas, and to 
provide for the transfer of the undertaking of the Glastonbury Gas and 
Coke Company, Limited, to the Corporation; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Grantham Gas Bill—“ To confer further powers on the Grantham Gas 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Eastern Railway Bill—‘ To authorise the Great ‘Eastern Railway 
Company to make further railways, widenings, and works ; to confirm an 
agreement between the company and the Hertford County Council, and 
the Epping Rural District Council and other parties ; and to authorise the 
company and the said County Council and District Council to construct 


lands for and for the completion of part of an authorised railway ; to 
confer further powers upon the company ; to provide for the transfer to 
the company of the undertaking of the Northern and Eastern Railway 
Crmpany ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Northern Railway Bill——“ To confer further powers upon the Great 
Northern Railway Company,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Northern Railwa, ay (Ireland) Bill—“ To confer further powers upon 
the Great Northern Railway Company (Ireland),” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


roads in accordance therewith ; to extend the time for the purchase of 
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Great Western Railway Bill—“ For conferring further powers upon the 
Great Western Railway Company in respect of their own undertaking, and 
upon that company and the London and North Western Railway Company 
in respect of undertakings in which they are jointly interested, and upon 
the Great Western and Great Central Railways Joint Committee in 
respect of their undertaking ; for vesting the undertakings of the Staines 
and West Drayton and the Birmingham and Henley-in-Arden Railway 
Companies in the Great Western Railway Company ; for transferring to 
that Company the powers of the Birmingham, North Warwickshire, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon, Railway Company, and extending the time for 
the construction of certain authorised railways of that company ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill—* For enlarging the powers of the 
Commissioners of the Port and Haven of Great Yarmouth ; and for other 
purposes,” read for the first time ; to be read a second time 


Halifax Corporation Bill- -“ To extend the boundaries of the county borough 
of Halifax and to empower the Cerporation to construct additional tram- 
ways, street widenings, and improvements ; to confer further powers with 
respect to their waterworks undertaking, and in regard to streets, buildings, 
and drains, and for the health, local government, and improvement of the 
horough ; and for other purposes,” read the first time : to be read a second 
time 


Hamilton Burgh Bill. “To amend the Hamilton Burgh Act, 1878, with 
regard to assessments and the common good of the burgh ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill —“'T'o consolidate and convert the capital 
of the Hartlepool Gas and Water Company, and to enable that company 
to raise additional moneys ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Hastings Corporation Bill -“'To confer further powers on the Corporation 
of the county borough of Hastings with respect to the improvement and 
good government of the borough, to amend and extend provisions of the 
local Acts ; and for other purposes,” read the first time: to be read a 
second time 


Hastings Harbour Bill “Tv extend the periods limited for the purchase of 
lands for and for the completion of the harbour works, to enable the 
Commissioners to borrow further money ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time Be: 3 


Hastings Tramways Bill -“ To incorporate the Hastings Tramways 
Company, and to empower that Company to make and maintain tramways 
and other works in the county borough of Hastings; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Hoylake and West Kirby Improvement Bill —“ ‘To confer powers upon 
the urban district council of Hoylake and West Kirby for the construction 
of a parade, new streets, pier, and other works, to authorise the inclosure 
of the Great Meols Commons; and for other pusposes,” read the first time; 

to be read a second time See si as om sis ais — 
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Huddersfield Corporation Tramways Bill —*‘T'o enable the Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Burgesses of the Borough of Huddersfield to construct additional 
tramways in and adjacent to the borough ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; to be read a second time ee tnd ne os 1904 

Huntingdon Corporation Bill “To vest in the Corporation of the Borough 
of Danicalon certain common lands and baulks and Freeman’s rights of 
pasturage in certain Lammas Lands, to transfer certain rents and monies to 
the Corporation, to empower the Corporation to form public parks and 
recreation grounds ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time... ae ae) me se =e = woe 1204 


Ilfracombe Improvement Bill «To authorise the Urban District Council 
of Ilfracombe, in the county of Devon, to construct additional water-works 
for the supply of their district and the parishes of Berrynarbor, Combe, 
Martin, and Morthoe, and to make further and better provision for the 
improvement, health, local government, and finance of the district ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 10 EO 


Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Supply Bill —“ ‘To enable the Walker 
and Walsend Union Gas Company to supply electricity within the borough 
of Jarrow and Urban District of Hebburn, in the County of Durham ; to 
raise additional capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... — ... 1204 


Kingscourt, Keady. and Armagh Railway Bill“ To incorporate the 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Company, and to empower them 
to construct railways in the counties of Cavan, Monagan, and Armagh ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and to be read a second 
time... ie son os bs av “ a6 Sse ... 1204 


Knott End Railway Bill —‘“ ‘lo empower the Knott End Railway Company 
to construct an extention of their railway from Pilling to Galgate, and to 
provide for the acquisition by that company of the undertaking of the 
Garstang and Knott End Railway Company ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time ax ae ee ... 1305 


Lambeth Water Bill —‘ ‘l’o authorise the Company of Proprietors of Lambeth 
Waterworks to execute further works, to purchase additional lands, to 
take further water from the River Thames, and to raise further money ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... oe oe oe be a ... 1205 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill —“ For conferring further powers 
on the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company with relat:on to their 
own undertaking, and upon that company and the London and North 
Western Railway Company with relation to the Preston and Wyre 
Railway ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills née — sil .-» 1205 


Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway Bill “To confer 
further powers on the Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway 
Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills ae se = i oa on iis .-. 1205 


Lancashire Electric Power Bill. * For incorporating and conferring powers 
on the Lancashire Electric Power Company,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time... — oe “ins ae uF ae ... 1205 
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Lancaster Corporation Bill—-“'To empower the Corporation of Lancaster 
to acquire the undertaking of the Lancaster and District Tramways 
Company, Limited ; to construct additional tramways; to widen streets, 
and make a footbridge over the River Lune; to deal with Lancaster 
Marsh ; to commute portions of the Vicar of Lancaster’s Tithe and Dues ; 
to make further provisions for the good government of the borough ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time .-» 1205 


Latimer Road and Acton Railway Bill--“ For the abandonment of the 
Latimer Road and Acton Railway,” read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ree a ae ... 1206 


Lee Conservancy Bill‘ To alter the constitution and amend and extend 
the statutory powers of the Lee Conservancy Board,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time BM ta she ae chs Le ... 1206 


Liverpool Corporation Bill—<“ For authorising the Corporation of the City 
of Liverpool to execute certain street improvements ; for making further 
provisions for the protection of the public health; for amending various 
local Acts in force within the city; for authorising the Corporation to 
raise money by the issue of bills; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time a Ba! ie ae ae ... 1206 


London and India Docks Joint Committee Bill_ ‘To repeal exemptions 
from rates or charges of certain craft using the docks under the manage- 
ment of the London and India Docks Joint Committee and of goods 
discharged or received by such craft; and to empower the Joint Com- 
mittee to levy rates or charges thereon,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... aS ... 1206 


London and North Western Railway Bill —‘‘ For empowering the London 
and North Western Railway Company to construct additional dock works 
at Garston; and for conferring further powers upon that company in 
relation to their own undertaking, and upon that company and the Great 
Western Railway Company and the Great Central Railway Company in 
relation to their Joint Undertakings; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 
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London and North Western Railway (Wales) Bill —“ For conferring 
further powers upon the London and North Western Railway Company 
for the construction of works and acquisition of lands in Wales ; and for 
other purposes ; read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills — ... ie m ; : .-- 1207 


London and Saint Katharine Docks and East and West India Dock 
Companies Bill—-“ For the amalgamation of the undertakings of the 
London and St. Katharine Docks Company and the East and West India 
Dock Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bilis ah a sap .-- 1207 


London and South Western Railway Bill—‘ To confer further powers 
upon the London and South Western Railway Company, and to authorise 
them to execute further works, to acquire additional lands, and to raise 
further money; and to vary in certain respects the provisions of The 
South Western Railway Act, 1899; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .... 1207 


London County Council (Compnisory Purchase of Land) Bill-—‘ To 
confer on the London County Council certain general powers for taking 
houses, buildings, and lands for purposes of street improvements,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time an 2 mre see wos LOE 
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London County Council (General Powers) Bill—-“ To enable the London 


County Council to purchase lands for various purposes; to provide for 
contributions by the Council and certain Vestries and District Boards of 
Works towards the acquisition of land for open spaces ; to extend the 
time limited for the purchase of certain lands by the Council ; to confer 
powers on the Vestry of Saint Mary, Battersea, as to the ‘ Latchmere 
Allotments’ and lands for an electric station; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second time ih on site os» 1207 


London County Council (Improvements) Bill—‘“ T6 empower the London 


County Council to make an extension of the Thames Embankment and a 
new street and improvements at Westminster; to widen Mare Street, 
Hackney ; and to make other street improvements and works in the 
administrative County of London ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time soe ca 2 ae - ... 1208 


London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill “To empower the 


London County Council to acquire Spitalfields Market, in the parish of 
Christchurch, Spitalfields ; and to make various provisons with reference 
thereto,” read the first time ; to be reada second time _... S55 ..- 1208 


London, Waltkamstow, and Epping Forest Railway Bill —“ ‘To authorise 


the London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway Company to con- 
struct a portion of their authorised railway in tunnel instead of in cutting ; 
to extend the time for the compulsory purchase of lands and for the con- 
struction and completion of their authorised railway ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills... dvi ve wis ss ae Sl ... 1208 


don Water (Purchase) Bill-—‘'To empower the London County Council 
to acquire the undertakings of the London Water Companies ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time —... --- 1208 


London Water (Welsh Supply) Bill--“To authorise the construction of 


reservoirs and works in Wales, and the construction of aqueducts and 
works for the supply of water to London and neighbourhood ; and for 
other purposee ; read the first time ; to be read a second time... ... 1208 


Lowestoft Railway Bill-—“For incorporating the Lowestoft Railway Company 


and authorising them to construct railways in the counties of Norfolk and 
Suffolk ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time... iva ae ise 6 vol sis a ... 1208 


Maidenhead Gas Bill—“‘To amend the Maidenhead Gas Act, 1876, and to 


confer further powers upon the Maidenhead Gas Company,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 1209 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill “For 


incorporating and conferring powers upon the Manchester and Liverpool 
Electric Express Railway Company,” read the first time: to be read a 
second time... ints si ..- 1209 


Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill “For incorporating 


and making better provisions for the meetings and proceedings of the 
Trustees of the Market Weighton Drainage and Canal in the east riding 
of the county of York: for better defining the lands subject to taxation by 
the said trustees, and making other provisions relative thereto; for 
relieving the said trustees from their obligations to maintain the said canal ; 
for conferring further powers on the said trustees ; and for other purposes, ” 
read the first time ; to he read a second time és ove us oe 1209 
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Metropolitan District Railway Bill——“ For empowering the Metropolitan 
District Railway Company to erect a station for generating electrical energy 
and thereby work certain railways to acquire lands to extend the time for 
the completion of certain railways and compulsory purchase of lands to 
make certain provisions with respect to the Ealing and South Harrow and 
Brompton and Piccadilly Railways; to raise further capital; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills ees ve oe oa a oan 4 ... 1209 


Metropolitan Water Companies Bill‘ 'l'o confer further powers upon the 
Local Government Board, and to impose further obligations upon the 
Metropolitan Water Companies with a veiw to providing for the future 
needs of the Metropolis in regard to the supply of water,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bill... - 1208 


Mid-Kent Water Bill —“For extending the limits of supply of the Mid-Kent 
Water Company ; and for conferring further powers on the company for 
the construction of works, the raising of capital, and otherwise in relation 
to their undertaking,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... ‘as xs er ae y ... 1209 


Midland Railway Bill —“ ‘To confer additional powers upon the Midland 
Railway Company and upon the Midland and North Eastern Railway 
Companies Committee and upon the Midland and Great Northern Railways 
Joint Committee for the construction of works and the acquisition of 
lands: to empower the Midland Railway Company to subscribe towards 
the undertaking of the Yorkshire Dales Railway Company ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills Bs Si ast i se wee bs sae EZRO 


Morecambe Urban District Council (Gas) Bill—‘To provide for the 
transfer of the undertaking of the Morecambe Gas and Light Company 
to the Morecambe Urban District Council, and to confer further powers 
on the said Council with respect to the supply of gas; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time... sie .»» 1210 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill “To confer further powers 
upon the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Company, Limited, for the 
construction of works, and the supply of electrical energy ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills ws is on ea ies as a ... 1210 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill—<“ For incorporating 
and conferring powers upon the North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time... ee ay aN ahs x Se yah ..- 1210 


North Metropolitan Railway and Canal Company Bill —‘‘'To consoli- 
date the debenture stocks of the North Metropolitan Railway and Canal 
Company : to amend in certain respects the Acts relating to the company ; 
to change the name of the company ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .... 1210: 


North Warwickshire Water Bill—‘ ‘To enable the North Warwickshire 
Water Company to extend their limits of supply ; to construct additional 
water-works ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills se sae xe soe, MOET 
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Nottingham Corporation Bill——“ ‘lo empower the Corporation of Notting: 


ham to make certain street improvements ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time _... eee ar 


































Oldham Corporation Bill-—‘‘‘To empower the Corporation of Oldham to 
extend and improve their existing Market Hall ; to confer further powers 
upon the Corporation with regard to sanitary and other matters, and to 
make better provision for the health, local government, and improvement 
of the borough ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time ie fe , a 


Ossett Corporation Gas Bill —“ To authorise the sale of the undertaking of 
the Ossett Gas Company to the Corporation of Ossett ; and to empower 
the Corporation to supply gas within the borongh of Ossett and places 


Ossett Gas Bill—* To extend the powers of and amend the Act relating to 
the Ossett Gas Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time : 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Pontefract Park Bill-—* For regulating the rating of Pontefract Park, in the 
west riding of the county of York, in respect of poor rates ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill—-“ To confer powers upon the 
Corporation of the borough of Reading with respect to the construction 
and working of tramways in the borough ; and for other purposes,” read 


Redhill Gas Bill-*'To confer further powers upon the Redhill Gas Com- 


pany; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill—‘“ For extending 
the limits of supply of and conferring further powers upon the Rickmans- 
worth and Uxbridge Valley Water Company ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Rugeley Gas Bill “For incorporating and conferring powers upon the 
Rugeley Gas Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and 


St. Albans Water Bill——‘ ‘To authorise the St. Albans Waterworks Company 
to acquire further lands, and to raise further moneys, and to extend their 
limits of supply ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 


St. David’s Railway (Additional Powers) Bill—‘“ To authorise the con- 
struction of railways in the county of Pembroke ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 


Scarborough Corporation Bill—‘‘To empower the Corporation of Scar- 
borough to make an approach road to the New Marine Drive, to alter the 
line of the sea wall of the said drive, to widen and improve the Ramsden 
Valley Bridge, and to construct a street Tramway, to make further and 
better provision for the improvement, health, and good government of the 
borough of Scarborough, to alter the constitution of the Scarborough 
Harbour Commissioners ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to 
be read a second time... — wn eee lee _— si ua % 


to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills = mt oe ae 
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South Lancashire Tramways Bill—‘‘'l'o incorporate the South Lancashire 
Tramways Company ; and to empower that Company to make tramways 
and street improvements ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time ds 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill“ ‘l’o empower the South Metropolitan Gas 
Company to alter the provisions as to the standard price and the illumina- 
ting power of the gas supplied by the company ; to construct a railway in 
the parish of Greenwich ; and to purchase by agreement so much of the 
southern portion of the undertaking of the Gas Light and Coke Company 
as is situate in the county of London south of the Thames ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time : and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
tor Private Bills 


Southport Corporation Bill —* To enable the Mayor, Alderman, and Bur- 
gesses of the Borough of Southport to carry out street improvements and 
other works ; and to make further provisions for the improvement and 
good government of the said borough: and for other purposes,” read the 
first time: to be read a second time ... 


Southport Extension and Tramways Bill ‘To extend the boundaries of 
the borough of Southport, to authorise the construction of tramways, and 
to confer further powers on the Corporation with respect to the supply of 
gas and electricity ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time 


Southport Water Bill -* For the granting of further powers to the South- 
port Waterworks Company,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill ‘“ For incorporating 
and conferring powers on the South Wales Electrical Power Distribution 
Company,” read the first time ; to be read a second time ... 


Spalding Urban District Council (Water) Bill * lo authorise the Urban 
District Council of Spalding to purchase the undertaking of the Spalding 
Waterworks Company : and for other purposes,” read the first time : to be 
read a second time es 


Stockport Corporation Tramways Bill “‘lo empower the Mayor, 
Alderman, and Burgesses of the county borough of Stockport to construct 
tramways in the borough; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


Taunton Corporation Bill “To make provision in regard to the water 
undertaking of the Corporation of the borough of Taunton, and to the 
health, local government, improvement, and finance of the said borough, to 
empower the said Corporation and the Trustees of the Markets of the 
horough to erect a town hall, and to make further provision in regard to 
the said markets, and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
asecond time ... 


Tottenham Urban District Council Bill ~'lo provide for vesting in the 
Urban District Council of Tottenham, in the County of Middlesex, the 
Lammas Lands in the district ; to confer various powers with respect. to 
Commons, open spaces, and recreation grounds, the supply of electricity, 
streets, buildings, and other matters of local government : and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 
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Tyneside Electric Power Bill——‘ For incor poration and conferring powers 
on the Tyneside Electric Power Company,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time 


Vale of Rheidol Light Railway Bill—-“To extend the period for the 
purchase of land and for the construction of the authorised Railway, and 
to work the traffic thereon by electrical or other motive power ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Wakefield Corporation Market Bill—‘To empower the Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Citizens of the city of Wakefield to purchase the undertaking of 
the Wakefield Borough Market Company, and to make further provision 
in regard to the markets and slaughter houses of the said city ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Wandsworth and Putney Gas Bill—“ To convert the capital of the Wands- 
worth and Putney Gaslight and Coke Company; to raise additional 
capital ; to construct works; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


‘West Bromwich Corporation Bill—‘ To confer powers upon the Corpora- 
tion of the county borough of West Bromwich with respect to Tramways 
and to their electric lighting and other undertakings; to make further 
provision for the improvement and good government of the borough ; to 
amend and extend the provisions of the local Acts relating to the borough ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


‘West Ham Corporation Bill—‘ To confer further powers upon the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Burgesses of the county borough of West Ham ; and to 
make further provision for the good government of that borough ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Wetherby District Water Bill—-‘“ To enable the Wetherby District Water 
Company to extend their limits of supply ; construct additional water- 
works ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills —... rae 


Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill—“ To authorise the construction of a 
bridge across the River Mersey and Manchester Ship Canal between 
Widnes and Runcorn, and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time ws 5s 


Wolverham ton, Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction Railway 
Bill—‘“ For making a railway in the county of Staffordshire from 
Wolverhampton to Essington and Cannock Chase; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Wolverhampton Gas Bill——‘“ For conferring further powers on the Wolver- 
hampton Gas Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Woodbridge District Water Bill—“ For incorporating the Woodbridge 
District Water Company and empowering them to construct works 
and supply water; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time 


RocHDALE CorporaTioN—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Royds, Mr. Kenyon, and Mr. Platt-Higgins “ - 
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Manchester City Railway Bill-—order |9th February] that the Man- 
chester City Railway Bill be brought in, read, and discharged. 
Ordered, that the Petition for the Bill be withdrawn. —(Dr. Farquharson) 


PrivATE BiLt Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Reports from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the Petitions for the 
following Bills, the Standing Orders have not been coinplied with, viz. :— 
Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill; Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and 
Lytham Tramways Bill; South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill ; 
Ordered, That the Reports be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders ~ ae oe ain ae ns - 


PETITIONS. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 AND 1899—Petition from Manchester and Salford, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaAL AUTHORITIES’ SERVANTS’ SUPERANNUATION—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Crick ; St. Saviour’s, London; and Merthyr Tydfil; to lie 
upon the Table ; : 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill——Petitions in favour, from 
Dulwich ; and Peckham ; to lie upon the Table i 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Manchester ; and Eccles ; to lie upon the Table sion nes ss 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Hawick ; Forfar ; 
and Newton Stewart ; to lie upon the Table “ws as sink 


RETURNS, REPORTS, &e. 


CHELSEA HospiraL—-Account presented,—for the year ended 31st March, 
1899, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 42] 


Crvit SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1899-1900)—Kstimate pre- 
sented,—-of the Further Sums required to be voted for the Service of the 
year ending 31st March, 1900 [by Command]; Referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 43]... es oat wide 


NATIONAL GALLERY (REPORT)---Copy ordered, “of Report of the Director 
of the National Gallery for the year 1899, with i 
Hanbury.) 





Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be aaa 
{No. 44] , on . _ as +3 


SupREME Court OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND)—Copy ordered, “ of Accounts of 
Receipts and Payments of the Accountant General of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature in Ireland in respect of the funds of Suitors in the said 
Court, including therein funds to the credit of Lunacy Accounts, in the 
vear to the 30th day of September 1899; together with a Statement of 
the Liabilities and Assets, and Particulars of Securities in Court on the 
30th day of September, 1899.”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Copy presented eee: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 45] “os a i 8 ess 


clix 





. 1216 


. 1216 


. 1216 


. EBEG ° 


ose ee 


. 1907 






































P age 


1216 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


elx 
Feli wary 12. 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE CompaNny-—Copy ordered, “of Deeds Poll, dated 7th 
day of February, 1898, and 15th day February, 1899, executed by Her 
Majesty’s Postmaster General, specifying exchange areas of the National 
Telephone Company (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 128, of 
Session 1898.”—(Mr. Hanbury.) : 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


EDUCATION AND SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENTS—Return ordered, “ of the 
Minutes of Lord President of the Council relating to the re-organisation 
of the Education and Science and Art Departments.”—(Colonel Wyndham 
Murray) ; ae 


New Werit-—For Plymouth, in the room of Sir Edward Clarke, knight (Manor 
of Northstead).—(Sir William Walrond) 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH ArricaNn War -GENERAL BuUTLER—CONDUCT OF THE WAR—Question 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester E.) ve 


PRISONERS OF WAR —Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... he : Us. ee ae oe 


ARTILLERY STRENGTH-—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT—-CONDUCT OF HIGHLAND BriGADE—Question, 
Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


OLD AGE PENSIONS-—-RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY THE WAR— Question, Sir 
John Colomb (Gt. Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


TRANSPORT OF MULES—-Questions, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland), and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal 8.); Answer, The First Lord of the 
Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) ... 


SotpiERS’ Estate AND THE Deatu DutTirs—-Questions, General Russell 
(Cheltenham), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Mr. Bartley 
(Islington, N.) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks- 
3each, Bristol, W.) pe = 53 ae aoe 5a 


[IRELAND AND THE WAR EXPENDITURE—Questions, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare F.), and Mr. Flynn (Cork N,.); Answer, Sir Michael Hicks-Beach 


CONTRABAND OF War—LuiGHT OF SEARCH—THE “ BUNDESRATH,” THE 
“ Herzoc ”—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


BorRS AND British ARMAMENTS —Question, General Russell ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams Birming 
ham, S.) 


PUBLICATION OF CASUALTY Lists—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare E.): 
Answers, Mr. J. Powell-Williams —... ses oa : ie 
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FENIANS AT MAFFEKING—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, 


Mr. J. Powell-Williams sk he ia ante A i 


Tue IRISH BRIGADE WITH THE BOERS—ALLEGED MURDER OF A WOUNDED 
PRISONER—Question, Mr. Mandeville (Tipperary 8.); Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams —... ans <, ae af ee ae a5 


Pay OF CONSULTING SURGEONS WITH THE Troors—Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS WITH THE REGULARS — Question, General Russell ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ; d 


CHARGE TO SOLDIERS FOR LOST EQUIPMENTS — Question, Captain Sinclair 
(Forfarshire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams sate ae ss 


CLOTHING FOR THE Troops — Question, General Russell; Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams ‘aie G ds iG wi Mer 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST ENTERIC FEVER—Question, General Russell ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams 


COMPENSATION TO RESERVISTS PREMATURELY CALLED UP—Question, Colonel 
Dalbiac (Camberwell N.); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 


SUPERANNUATION AND COMPENSATION ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. Galloway 
(Manchester, S.W.); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES—Question, Colonel Dalbiac; Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams oe ae ae eh Ns ag abt sas 





Vicrorta HospiraL, NETLEY—Question, Capt. Norton (Newington W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams whe — ts ve 


BROTHERHOOD DEPRESSION RANGE FINDER—Question, Mr. Weir iE ae 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ‘eh ose 


RirLeE RANGES—Question, Colonel Wyndham ee (Bath) ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Powell-Williams. = ee ‘ via se ss 


War Orrick Inquiry ComMITTEF, 1898—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ae : 


RoyAL ENGINEER DEPARTMENT—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams Sf “t sists ah ee 


CAsE OF GEORGE SMITH OF alii aaa Mr. — iti ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams i - ‘ ‘ae ‘ 


TRANSPORTS — 3RD BAtTraALion Roya West KENT REGIMENT --- Question, 
Capt. Norton; Answer, Mr. Goschen 


VOLUNTEER CoMMISSIONS—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Wilhams ws * nt an 


RUSSELL ‘ SHooTING Director ”-—Questions, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester 
N.E.) ; Answers, Mr. J. Powell-Williams and Mr, Goschen - 
VOL. LXXVIII. [Fourtu Sertes.] — / 
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Tue Brirish AMBASSADOR AT PARIS —Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer,’ Mr. A. J. Balfour a 
The Treasury —SuGGEstep SELECT COMMITTEE — Question, Mr, Gibson 
Bowles: Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... v 


RUSSIAN CONCESSIONS IN. NORTHERN PerstA—Questions, Mr. Drage and Mr, 
Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr, Brodrick ; Ss 


OsMAN DiGNA-- Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr, Brodrick 


INSUBORDINATION AMONG Eaypttan Troops—Question, Mr, William Red- 
mond; Answer, Mr, Brodrick ve fis 


THe HyprocrarnicaAL ConrERENCE—Question, Mr, Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick 


Income Tax ReTruRNS —Question, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks-Beach 


LAND SALES BY Municipal Corporations—Question, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston); Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolashire, Sleaford) 


OL_p AGE PENSIONS Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leominster) ; 
Answer, Mr. Chaplin ... 3 jas 


PRECAUTION AGAINST Fire oN Wan Suips—Question, Mr. Bond (Nottingham 
K:); Answer, Mr. Gosehen 


RoyaL NAVAL RESERVE PRoBATIONERS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


MERCHANT Sutppinc — Crew ACCOMMODATION —- Question, Mr, Havelock 
Wilson (Middleshorough) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ae: 


REORGANISATION OF THE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT—-Question, Mr, Gordon 
(Elgin and Nairn); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Edueation (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


ConsuLTATIVE ComMITTEE OF THE Epvucation DEPARTMENT—-Questions, 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping), Sir W. Hart-Dyke (Kent, Darttord) ; 
Answers, Sir J. Gorst... 


EDUCATION GRANTS—Question, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington S.); Answer, 
Sir cf Crorst = 


THe WALLACE COLLECTION -Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington N.); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) . 


Witt INDEXES Ar Somerser [House—Question, Colonel Welby ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury 

IRELAND —JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS —- Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


derry N.) 


3ELFAST Ponicre CELLS— Question, Mr, Daly ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 
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MoNAGHAN AND THE PEACE PRESERVATION ACT—Question, Mr. Daly ; 
Answer. Mr, Atkinson a : 


PROCLAIMED MEETING IN RoscoMMON—Questions, Mr. P. Farrell (Cavan W.), 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry N.); Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


SaniTARY Works IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury 186 re 


LISTOWEL MAtrLS—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 

GALWAY MAILs—Question, Mr. Pinkerton (Galway); Answer, Mr. Hanbury 

Topacco GROWING IN TRELAND-—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 
The Vice President of the Agriculture Department for Ireland (Mr. 


Plunkett, Dublin Co. 8.) 


ConcesteD Districts IN IRELAND-—Question, Mr, William Redmond; Answer, 
Mr. Plunket 


RE-AFFORESTATION IN TRELAND-—-Question, Mr. French (Wexford S.); Answer, 
Mr. Plunket 


Iris) UNiversiry Epccation-—Question, Mr. Redmond. {Question not put] 


ScorLAND—ScHoon Board FRANCHISE —Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour 


MARINE INSuRANCE Brtt—Question, Mr. Warr (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour bs : At ‘ 


New Member Sworn—George Denison Faber, Esq., for the Borough of 
York... rts ; 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
BUSINESS OF THE HoUsE (FINANCIAL BUSINESS) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That, until the end of the financial year, Financial Business do have 
precedence on Tuesday whenever set down by the Government, and that the 
provisions of Standing Order 56 be extended to that day.”-—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir IT, Camphell-Bannerinan Mr. Jumes Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
(Stirling Burghs) Kae. LOD Mr. Flynn (Cork N.)_ ... aoe 
Mr. DAL Thomas (dh thy Mr. John Redmond (JJ “ate rford) 
Tydril) ... ve sv b2o0 Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarconshire, 
Mr. Swift Mae Neill) (Don- Kifion ) 
egal S.) er hae cae Leo 


The House divided :—Ayes, 294: Noes, 40. (Division List No. 11.) 


Ordered, That, until the end of the financial year, financial business do 
have precedence on Tuesday whenever set down by the Government, and 
that the provisions of Standing Order 56 he extended to that day. 

}2 
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NEW BILLS. 





RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCIDENTS)—The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ie me fcr a re So vee 1255 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Solicitor General. 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill —* For the better prevention of 
accidents on railways,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 


second time upon Thursday, and to he printed. [Bill 78.] ‘ab ove 1907 
Companies Acts AMENDMENT—Mr. Ritchie... iy sie oie re ey 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ae ss ee ae poe LOGY 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie, Mr. Attorney General, 
and Mr, Solicitor General. 


Companies Bill—‘“‘‘I'o amend the Companies Acts,” presented, and read the 
rst time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 79.} i iis Mi a 4s cas kes Ks --- 1267 
SUPPLY—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Army (Supplementary) Estimates (1899-1900), 


NuMBER OF LAND FORCES. 


Motion made, and —— proposed, “ That a further number of Land 
Forces, not exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be maintained for the Service of 
the U nited Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at Home and Abroad, 
during the year “ending on the 31st day of March, 1900.”—(Mr.Vyndham,) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Mr. Courtney Warner (Staffon- 
(Stirling Burghs) 1277 shire, Lichfield) ade 1303 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- Col, Lockwood (Essex, Epping) .. 1305 
shire, Forestof Dean) ... 1282 Col. Pilkington (Lancashire, New- 
Mr. Giheon Bowles (Lynn ton) ... ... 1306 
Regis)... 1289 Mr, C. G4. Murray ( ‘oventry) ... 1308 
Mr Channing (Northampton- Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, bright- 
shire E.) 1291 sule) ... 1308 
Mr. Biddulph (Hereford. Sir John Colomb (Gt. Yarmouth) 1312 
shire, Toss) ... 1293 Mr. Buchanan ( Aberdeenshire E.) 1316 
Cupt. Norton (Ve wington W.) 1293 Col, Sandys (Lancashire, Booth)... 1319 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester Mr. IVilliam Allan (Gateshew!) 1528 
N.E. sion me ww LOD Major Rasch (Esser S.E.) wwe oee 
Sir Walter Dealer (Derbyshire, Mr. Lahouchere (Northainpton) sow One 
Ilkeston)... ee. Loo Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast W.) 1329 
Sir A. SRE D Hood ( Soii- The Under Secretary of State for 
ersets ae We ilington) ... 1301 War (Mr, ‘yndhain, Dover)... 1344 


The hon. Member was still speaking at midnight when, it being mid- 
night, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
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First Reapincs——-Tur Ten Minute RuLeE—Poixt or PROCEDURE, 


Ur. Swift MueNeill 13800 Mr. D. A. Thomas ass 1389 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Comniittee. ) 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1899-1900—NuMBER OF LAND Forces 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a further number of 

Land Forces, not exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be maintained for the 

Service of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at Home 

and Abroad, during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900.” 
(Mr. Wyndham.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Col. Brookfi ld (Susser, Rye) 1382 Sir EB. T. Gourk y (Sunderland)... 1429 
Mr. Edinund Robertson (Dun- Col. Blundell (Lancashire, Ince)... 1431 
dec) — es ... 1388 Mr. Flynn (Cork, Nv)... 1452 
Thre Under Seer lary of State Col. Williams (Dorset, I] o) cox Sao 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Sir Alhert Rollit (Islington, S.j... 1436 
Dover) be mr w» 1394 Mr. Tully (Leitrim hee ER ..- 1440 
Admiral Field (Susser, East- Lord Willoughby di Hreshy (Lines, 
bourne)... ue ... 1400 Horneastle)  ... ics ... 1444 
Mr. FLW. Wilson ( Norfolk, Col. Milward — (Warwickshire, 
Wid) ie os s5-see Stratford-on-A von) pa ... 1448 
Sir Herbert Marwell (II Uy- Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, 
tonshire) ... te .»» 1403 WD's kon ae re eee bs 
Col. Kenyon Sluney (Shrop- Mr. William Johnston (belfast, 
shire, Newport) ... ... 1407 ae aie ‘ih 1434 
Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) 1411 General Russell (Cheltenhan) 1455 
Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, Capt. Jessel (St. Pancras, 8S.) ... 1456 
iW.) ae gee . 1414 Mr. Abel Sivith (Christchurch) ... 1437 
Col. Welby (Taunton) sow, ENG Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) , 1458 
Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helen's) 1421 Mr. Hedderwick (] ick Burghs)... 1459 
Mr. Lough (Islington, .).... 1423 Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) 1461 
) it, Pri tynan (Suffolk, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carw Von- 
Woodbridge ) ies > 1426 shire, Hifion) Beis ae ..- 1463 


Motion made, and Question, ‘ That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again ”— (Mr. Willian Redmon?)— put and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
Out-Door Relief (Friendly Societies) (No. 2) Bill—{Secon» Reavinc]— 
Order for Second Reading read. 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned, Debate to he resumed 
upon Tuesday, 27th February. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve of the clock. 
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Horsham ; and Manningtree ; to lie upon the Table af ‘ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill —I'wo Petitions from 
Manchester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table a enn 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1899-1900—-Estimate presented, 
of the further amount required in the year ending 31st March, 1900, for 
sundry Colonial Services [by Command]; Referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. [No 48] 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES) Copy presented,—-of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No 2379 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table 


INQuIRY INTO CHARITIES (ADMINISTRATIVE CoUNTY OF DuURHAM)-—Return 
ordered, “ comprising (1) the Reports made to the Charity Commissioners, 
in the result of an inquiry held in every parish wholly or partly within 
the administrative county of Durham into Endowments, subject to the 
provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appropriated in 
whole or in part for the benefit of that county, or of ‘any part thereof, 
together with the Reports on those Endowments of the Commissioners for 
inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 1837 ; (2) a digest, showing in the 
case of each such parish whether any, and, if any, what such Endowments 
are recorded in the books of the Charity Commissioners in the parish ; and 
(3) an index, alphabetically arranged, of names and places mentioned in 
the Reports.”—(VUr. Grant Lawson.) ... 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY)—Return ordered, ‘“ com- 
prising (1) the report made to the Charity Commissioners in the result of 
an inquiry held in every parish wholly or partly within the county of 
Montgomery into Endowments subject to the provisions of the Charitable 
Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part for the 
benefit of that county, or of any part thereof, together with the Reports 
on those Endowments of the Commissioners for inquiring concerning 
Charities, 1818 to 1837 ; (2) a digest showing, in the case of each such 
parish, whether any, and, if any, what such endowments are recorded in 
the books of the Charity Commissioners in the parish ; and (3) an Index, 
alphabetically arranged, of names and places mentioned in the Reports.”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson) 

SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884—Ordered, That the Order of the 18th day of 
October, 1899, that the Treasury Minute under the Superannuation Act, 
1884, relating to Mary Byrne, Postmistress, Beaumaris, do lie upon the 
Table, be read and discharged. 


Ordered, That the said Treasury Minute be withdrawn—(Mr. Hunbury) 
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Local Government (Ireland) Act (1898) Amendment Bill—{Srconp 


READING]. Order for Second Reading read. Motion made and Question 
proposed. —“ That the Bill be now read a second time.”-——(Mr. Tully.) 






















DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ... 1485 Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) 
Mr. Archdale (Ferinanagh, 


N.) 1488 


Amendment proposed— 


words ‘upon this day six months.’”—(Wr. Grant Lawson.) 


Question proposed 


“That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hack- The Attorney General for Ireland 
Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—-Ayes, 126; Noes, 216. (Division List No. 12.) 
Words added. 
Main Question, as Amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the Clock. 


LXXIITI. 





END OF CONTENTS OF VOL. 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
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ARMY, 1899—1900. 





SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE. 


ESTIMATE of the Additional Number of Men and of the further Amount 
required in the Year ending 3lst March 1900, in consequence of the 


War in Soutu AFRICA, 








Additional Number of Men to be voted - - 120,000 
Additional Sum to be voted : - - - £13,000,000 
bie: : LANSDOWNE, 


8th February 1900. f 
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VOTE A. 


NUMBER of Men of all Ranks required for ArMy SERVICE, in addition 


to the Number already voted, 





120,000. 





THis number represents the probable maximum excess beyond the Numbers 
already voted for the year 1899—1900, in consequence of the Proclamation calling 
up the whole of the Army Reserve, the suspension of discharges and of transfers to 
the Army Reserve, the transfer (temporarily) of a number of Troops from the Indian 


to the British Establishment, the raising of various Colonial and other Forces for 


service in South Atrica, and the augmentation of the Army at home. 


All Ranks. 


Original Estimate . . - - - - 184,855 
Supplementary Estimate, 17th October 1899  - 35,000 
Supplementary Estimate now presented — - - 120,000 


Revised Total 
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SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE of the further Amount required in the 
Year ending 31st March 1900, in consequence of the War in SoutH Arrica, 





Thirteen Million Pounds, 





ArMyY VOTES under which the Amount will be accounted for. 





22a 21 





VoTE 1. £ 

Pay, &e., of the Army - . - - - - - 2,400,000 
VOTE 2. 

Medical Establishments: Pay, &e.  - - - - : i 70,000 
VoTr 3. 

Militia: Pay, &e. - - - : : i : - 250,000 
Vote 4. 

Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay and Allowances - . . _ 9,000 
VOTE 5. 

Volunteer Corps: Pay and Ailowances — - - - 4 P 15,000 
VoTeE 6. 


Land and Sea Transport, Purchase of Remounts and ‘Transport 
Animals” - = ‘ : : 2 é - " 3,000,000 


VoTE 7. 
Provisions, Forage, Field Allowances, and other Services. - 2 3,000,000 


VOTE &. 


Clothing Services — - - - - . : . ‘ ‘ 500,000 
Warlike and other Stores - - : . 5 : 1,600,060 


Engineer Services — - - - - - - 5 150,000 


Votre: 13. 


War Office: felegrams and additional temporary Staff - - 10,000 


Total «2. +. 13,000,000 
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STATEMENT showing the sums already voted, the Supplementary Sums 


Vote | 


Vote 2 


Vote 3 


Vote 4 


Vote 5 


Vote 6 


1899—1900. 


required under each Vote, and the Revised Total of the Estimate 


| 


{ 


| 


i 
\ 





for the Year. 

















Gross — Appropria- Net 
Total. tions in Aid Total. 
£ £ £ 

Original Estimate - - 7,703,000 1,194,000 6,509,000 
Supplementary Estimate, 17th October 

1899 1,000,000 — 1,000,060 

Supplement: ry Estimate now presented - 2,400,000 2,400,000 

tevised Estimate - - 11,103,000 = 1,194,000 9,909,000 

Original Estimate - : - - 307,100 1,300 305,800 
Supplement: ary Estimate, 17th trated 

1399 - 50,000 — 50,000 

Supplementary E stimate now presented - 70,000 70,000 

Revised Estimate - : 427,100 1,300 425,800 

Original Estimate — - 586,600 15,600 571,000 
Supplementary Hstimate, 17th October 

1899 s- 250,000 250,000 

Supplementary Estimate now presented - 250,000 250,000 

Revised Estimate - 1,086,600 15,600 1,071,000 

Original Estimate — - - - . - 75,010 10 75,000 

Supplementary Estimate now presented - 5,000 — 5,000 

Revised Estimate - - 80,010 10 80,000 

Original Estimate — - - - - 3 624,700 500 624,200 

Supplementary Estimate now presented - 15,000 15,000 

Revised Estimate — - e 639,700 500 639,200 

Original Estimate © - - - - $13,800 23,300 790,000 
Supplementary E stimate, With October 

1S99 - - - - 4,900,000 ate 4,900,G00 

Supplementary Estim: ite’ now presented - 5,000,000 5,000,000 


Revised Estimate - - » 10,713,300 





23,300 . 10,690,000 











Vote 


Vote 


Vote | 


Vote | 


Vote 1 


Tor 


AR) 
EstiM 





ms 


)G0) 
JOO 


300) 


00 
00 


0 
0 


Mo) 


QU 
Mn) 


MM) 
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STATEMENT showing the Sums already voted, &e.—continued. 


(| Original Estimate — - - 
Supplementary Estimate, 17th October 
Vote7 - 899 - 

ioe: E stimate now presented - 


Revised Estimate - 





Original Estimate — - - 
Supplementary Estimate, 17th October 


Vote8 - s ‘ 
) Segment Estimate n now presented . 


Revised Estimate 


Original Estimate - 
Supplementary E stimate, 17th October 
Vote 9 899 

Whalen Estimate n now presented : 


Revised Estimate 


Original Estimate 
Sappementery Estimate, 7th October 
1899 


Vote 10 
Supplementary Estimate now presented - 


Revised Estimate - 


| Original Estimate - + - 


Vote 13 - /| Supplementary Estimate now presented - 


| . — 
tevised Estimate - 


Original Estimates : : 

TOTAL Supplementary E stimate, lith Oc tober 
ARMY 899 

ESTIMATES, | 





\ | 1 ae Estimate n now presented - 
I 


Revised ToTAL - £ 














Gross — Appropria- Net 
Total. tionsin Aid Total. 
£ £ L 
3,465, 100 39,600 | 3,425,500 
1,900,000 1,900,000 
3,000,000 3,000,000 
8,365,100 39,600 8,325,500 
1,506,500 416,500 1,090,000 
650,000 = 650,000 
500,000 — 500,000 
2,656,500 $16,500 2,240,060 
2,939,000 408,000 2,531,000 
1,150,000 — 1,150,000 
1,600,000 1,600,000 
5,689,000 408,000 5,281,000 
1,375,575 | 163,675 1,211,900 
100,000 — 100,000 
150,000 = 150,000 
1,625,575 163,675 ] 461, 900 
248,400 100 248,300 
10,000 — 10,000 
258,400 100 258,300 





99 917 299 
25,817,383 


10,000,000 
13,000,000 


46 817,338 


3,200,153 


3,200, 133 


20,617,200 


10,000,000 


13, 000,000 


43 617,200 
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( elxxix } 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1900. 
List oF Ru.es, OrpeErs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 





Period (after 
Presentation) to lie 
upon the Table. 


Date of Presenta-' 


Tela >, 
Title of Paper. tion. 





Factory and Workshop Acts (Manufacture of 30 January 40 Days 
Bichromate or Chromate of Potassium or Sodium,— 
Copy of Special Rules with regard to the employ- 
ment of persons in Chemical Works in which ‘is 
earried on the manufacture of Bichromate or 
Chrom: a Potassium or Sodium [58 and 59 Vice., 
c. Si Bis 2 8 (1)] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Use of Phosphorus in 30 January 40 days 
the Manufacture of Matches),—Copy of Special 
Rules with regard to the employment of persons in 
Lucifer Mateh Factories in which White or Yellow 
Phosphorus is used [58 and 59 Vic., ¢. 37, s. 28 (1)] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 30 January 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of a Statute made by the Gov erning 
Body! of Brasenose College, Oxford, under The 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, 
on 15th March 1899, altering Statutes I[f. and XVI. 
of the Statutes of that College [25 and 26 Vie., ec. 
26, 8. 7] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 30 January 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of a Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Pembroke College, Oxford, under the Uni- 
versities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, on 3rd 
March, 1899, amending Clause 9 of Statute IT. and 
Clause 3 of Statute VILL. of the Statutes of that Col- 
lege [25 and 26 Vie., ¢. 26, s. 7] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 30 January 12 weeks 

(Oxford),—Copy of a Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Worcester College, Oxford, under the 
Universities of Oxford and Cambr idge Act, 1877, at 
ameeting held on 22nd February, 1899, and con- 
tinued by adjournment on 8th March, 1899, amending 
Statute IIL. 10 of the Statutes of that ( ollege [25 and 
26 Vie., ¢. 26, s. 7] 


College Charter Act, 1871 (University of Birmingham), 30 January 30 days 
—Copy of an Application received from Mason | 
University College of the City of Birmingham for | 
the establishment of a University at that C ity ; | 
which was submitted to the Queen in Council and 
referred by Her Majesty for the Consideration and | 
Report of a Committee of Her Majesty’s Privy | 
Council on the 4th July, 1899; together with 4 | 
Copy ofithe Draft of the Charter applied for [34 and 
35 Vic., c. 68, s. 2] 


Prisons (Seotland),—Copy of Rule made by the 30 January 40 days 
Secretary for Scotland, under The Prisons (Scotland) 
Act, 1877, appointing the Police Cells at Falkirk, in 
the county of Stirling, to be a legal Prison for the 
detention of prisoners for a period not exceeding | 
fourteen days before or during or after trial [40 and | | 
41 Vic., c. 53, 8. 58] 


Winter Assizes (Ireland),—Copy of Four Orders in | 31 January 100 sitting days 
Council, dated Ist November 1899, for holding 

Winter Assizes in Ireland [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 57, s. 

69 
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List oF RULES, Orpers, &¢,—continued, 





| 


| Panik , ‘ie 
| Date of Presenta- Period (after 


Title of Paper. Ta Presentation) to lie 
upon the Table, 
ee eee E 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877,— 31 January | 100 sitting days 
Copy of Order in Council, amending Order of 25th 
February 1885, rearranging the Circuits in Ireland 
[40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 57, s. 69} 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877,— 31 January 100 sitting days 
Copy of Order in Council, giving effect to Rules of 
Court under The Local Government (Application of 
Enactments) Order, 1898 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877,— 31 January 100 sitting days 
Copy of Order in Council, giving effect to Rules of 
Court (Bankruptey) 
Land Transfer Act, 1897,—Copy of Order in Council of 1 February 40 days 
28th November, 1899, postponing the operation of 
the Land Transfer Order in Council ot Isth July, 
1898, in certain portions of the county of London [60 
and 61 Vic., ¢. 65, s. 20 (9)] 
Education (Scotland),—Copy of Minute of the Com- 5 February One month 
mittee of Council on Education in Seotland, dated 
Sth February, 1900, relative to the Minute of 18th 
May, 1899, as to the application of Article 21 and 
Chapter IX, of the Code of 1899[35 and 36 Vie. ¢. 62, 
s. 67] 
Prisons (Lreland),—Copy of Order in Couneil approving 5 February 40 days 
of fa Rule made by the General Prisons Board for 
Ireland, dated 9th August, 1899, in pursuance of The 
Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Act, 
1899 [40 and 41 Vic. e. 49, s. 57 (¢)] 
University of London Act, 1898,—Copy of Statutes 16 Febrnary 40 days 


made for the University of London by the Com- 
missioners appointed under the University of London 
Act, 1898 [61 and 62 Vie., ¢. 62, s. 5 (2)] 
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PUBLIC BILLS 
DEALT WITH IN VOLUME LXXVIIL 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in the 
last column refer to the page in this volume. 





(A.) BILLts INTRODUCED IN THE LorDs, 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress, 








*Inebriates Amendment — Lord Balfour of Burleigh Read 1¢ 9 Feb. (1024) 














(Scotland) 
Isolation Hospitals Karl of Lichfield Read 1¢ 5 Feb. (550) 
(Amendment) 
*Land Charges The Lord Chancellor Read 142 Feb. (402) ; Read 
2a 12 Feb, (1167) 
*Lunacy The Lord Chancellor Read 1¢ 5 Feb. (549) ; Read 
94 12 Feb. (1167) 
Select Vestries —— Read 1¢ (pro formé) 30 Jan, (5) 
(B.) Bitts INTRODUCED IN THE COMMONS. 
No. ~~ ‘Titleof Bin. =——SS*~«~sSC*C«<‘«*é‘éiR PoE by =| SCProgress, 
39 Access to Mountains (Scotland) = Jr. Bryce Read 1° 2 Feb. (419) 
81 Ancient Monuments Protection Lord Bulearres Read 1° 13 Feb, (1380) 
76 Bakehouses (Hours of Labour) | Jr. Woods Read 1° 9 Feb, (1065) 
7 Beer Retailers’ and Spirit = Mr. J. H.M. Campbell Read 1° 2 Feb, (410) 


Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) 
28 Beer Retailers’ and Spirit § Mr. William Moore vead 1° 2 Feb, (416) 
Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) | 


(No. 2) 
1 Boilers Registration and In- | Mr. Fenwick Read 1° 2 Feb. (408) 

spection | 

46 Borough Funds Sir Albert Rollit Read 1° 2 Feb. (421) 

17 Cheap Trains Mr. Schwann Read 1° 2 Feb. (413) 

26 Church Discipline Mr, David MacIver Read 1° 2 Feb. (415) 

40 Coal Mines Regulation Sir Charles Dillce Read 1° 2 Feb. (420) 

20 Coal Mines Regulation Acts | Wr. Barlow Read 1° 2 Feb. (414) 
Amendment 

31 Colonial Marriages (Deceased | Cuptain Jesse! Read 1° 2 Feb, (417) 
Wife’s Sister) 

79 *Companies Mr. Ritehie Read 1° 12 Feb. (1257) 

59 Companies Acts Amendment Mr, Faithfull Begg tead 1° 2 Feb. (425) 

51 Compensation for Damage to | Mr. Jeffreys head 1° 2 Feb, (422) 
Crops 

5 Corporal Punishment Mr. Wharton Read 1° 2 Feb. (409) 

16 County and Borough Franchise | Mr, Loder Read 1° 2 Feb. (413) 
Assimilation (London) 

52 County Councillors (Qualifica- | Mr. Douglus Read 1° 2 Feb. (423) 
tion of Women) (Scotland) 

32 Criminal Law and Procedure | Jr. Pinkerton Read 1° 2 Feb. (417) 
(Ireland) Act (1887) Repeal 

60 Distress Abolition and Substi- | Jf. Bartley Read 1° 2 Feb. (425) 
tution 

11 | Evicted Tenants (Ireland) Mr, Crean Read 1° 2 Feb. (411) 





\ 








Title of Bill. 


Factory and Workshop Act 


(1878) Amendment 
24 | Fire Brigades 
58 | Franchise and Removal of 
| Women’s Disabilities 
56 | Friendly Societies Disqualifica- 
| tion Removal 
| 
82 Highways and Bridges Act 
(1891) Amendment 
72 Housing of the Working 
Classes 
75 Housing of the Working 
Classes (Rural Districts) 
27 | Imbeciles (Training  Institu- 
tions) 
55 | Intoxieating Liquors (Local 
| Veto) (L[reland) 
66 | Land Values Taxation (Scotland) 
54. Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act 
(1854) Amendment 
44 | Leasehold Enfranchisement 
(England and Wales) 
74 | Licensed Premises (Hours of 
| Sale) (Scotland) 
50 | Liquor Traftie Local Veto 
63 | Liquor Traffic Local Veto 
(Seotland) 
67 Liquor ‘Traffic Local Veto 
| (Wales) 
18 | Local Government (Ireland) 
| Act (1898) Amendment 
13. Local Government (Scotland) 
19 | London sorough Councils 
(Women’s Disabilities Re- 
moval) 
37 Manhood Suffrage (Ireland) 
3. Merchant Shipping (Liability of 
Shipowners) 
8 | Midwives 
6 Mines (Eight Hours) 
42 | Occupying Tenants’ Enfran- 
chisement 
23. Old Age Pensions 
61 Old Age Provident Pensions 
62 Outdoor Provident Relief 
15 Outdoor Relief (Friendly 
Societies) 
34 | Outdoor Relief (Friendly 


Societies) (No, 2) 


Outlawries 


( elxxxii ) 


srought in by 


Mr. Harwood 


Mr, Pym 
Sir Charles Dilke 


Mr, Strachey 


~ 


Mr Si ff reys 
Mr. 


Steadman 


~ 


Sir Walter Foster 


Tomlinson 


Mr. 


~ 


Mr. William Johnston 


~ 


Sir Charles Cameron 


Mr. MCrae 

General Laurie 

Mr. Provand 

Sir Wilfrid Lawson 

Mr. Join = Wilson 
(Govan) 


Mr. Herbert Roberts 
Mr, Tully 


Mr. Nicol 
Mr. Lough 


Mr. Fiel~ 


Sir Don 1 Currie 


Mr. Tatton Egerton 
Jr. TTerbert Lewis 


Mr, Bartley 

Sir Fortesene Flannery 
Mr, Bartley 

Mr. Bartley 

Mr. Galloway 


Mr. St rachey 








Progress. 
Read 1°13 Feb. (1379) 


Read 1° 2 Feb, (415) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (425) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (424) 


Read 1° 13 Feb,(1380) 
Read 1° 9Feb.(1063-3) 


Read 1° 9Feb.(1063-5) 
Read 1° 2 Feb, (416) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (424) 


Read 12 6 Feb. (730) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (424) 


Read 1° 2 Feb, (421) 
Read 1° 9 Feb, (1064) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (423) 
Read 1° 6 Feb. (729) 


Read 1° 6 Feb, (730) 


Read 1° 2 Feh, (415) ; 
Second Reading 
(put off six months) 
14 Feb. (1466) 

Read 1° 2 Feb. (412) 

Read 1° 2 Feb, (414) 


Read 1° 2 Feb, (419) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (409) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (410) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (410) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (420) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (415) 
Read 1’ 2 Feb. (426) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (426) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (412) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (418) ; 
Second Reading 
(adj.) 13 Feb. (1464) 

Read 1° (pro form) 

30 Jan. (61) 











19) 
)9) 


0) 
10) 


10) 


5) 
t}) 
6) 
2) 


8); 
ling 
164) 


mit) 








35. Parliamentary Franchise (Ex- 


48 Public 


Litie of Bill. 


tension to Women) 
Health Acts Amend 


ment 


22 Public Houses (Scotland) Later 


68 
10 
30 


49 


to 


*o 
vd 


"9 
md 


n° 
ob 


69 


64 | 


65 


-~T 
wo ore 


9 
47 
14 


Opening 
(Juarries 


*Railways (Prevention of Aeci- 
dents) 

Registration of Electors 

Registration of Firms 

Roman Catholic Disabilities 
Removal 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
(Ireland) 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on 
Sunday 

Sale of Intoxicatir g Liquors to 
Children 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children (No. 2) 

Shops 

Stem Engines and 
(Persons in Charge) 

Street Noises 

Sunday Closing (Monmouth- 
shire) 

Sunday Closing (Wales) Act 
(1881) Amendment 


soilers 


Tenants in Towns Improve 
ment (Ireland) 

Town Councils (Scotland) 

Trustee Savings Banks 


| 
| 


Vagrants’ Children Protection 
Voluntary Schools (Grants in 
Aid) 
Waste Lands Afforestation 
(Ireland) 
Watermen’s Certiticates 
Water Supply 
Wine and Beerhouse 
Amendment 
| Workmen’s Compensation 
(1897) Amendment 
Workmen’s Compensation Act 
| (1897) Amendment (No. 2) 

_ Workmen’s Compensation Act 
(1897) Amendment (No. 3) 
Workmen’s Compensation Act 

(1897) Extension 


Acts 


Act 
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Brought in ly 
Mr, Faithful Begg 
Sir Alfred Hiekman 


Colonel Denny 


Mr. Alfred Pease 
Mr. Rilehic 
Mr. ‘Kenna 


Mr. Eminott 
Mr. Flavin 


Sir 


Thomas Lea 


= 


Mr. 


Roly rt C'aineron 


Nir 


Joseph Li st 


~ 


Mr. 


Souttar 


~~ 


Niv Charles Dilke 
Mr. Jonathon Samuel 


dir, Jucohy 
Jr. Spice r 


Mr. Herbert Roberts 


Mr, Mucaleese 


Ashi r 
Albert Rollit 


Mr. 


Sir 


~ 


| Mr. Draye 


Mr. Lawrence 


dr. EBnyled: Th 


~ 


Mr. Steadinan 
Mr, Cornwallis 
Mr. Herbert Lewis 
Colonel Chuloner 
Mr. Giles 

Mr. Woods 


Mr, Harry Foster 





Progress. 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (418) 


Read 1° 2 Feb, (422 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (414) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (415) 
Read 1° 12 Feb. (1255) 
Read 1° 6 Feb. (730) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (411) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (417) 
Read 1° 2 Feb, (422) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (411) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (418) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (419) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (425) 
Read 1° 9 Feb. (1065) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (414) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (409) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (423) 


Read 1° Feb 2. (416) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (418) 
Ordered 2 Feb. (425) ; 
Read 1° 7 Feb. 
(838) 
Read 1° 6 Feb. (729) 
Read 1° 6 Feb. (729) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (420) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (420) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (421) 
Read 1° 9 Feb. (1063) 
Read 1° 2 Feb. (409) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (411) 


, Read 1° 2 Feb. (422) 


Read 1° 2 Feb. (412) 
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THE 





PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 


SEVENTH SESSION oF THE 


UnirepD KINGDOM OF 


TO MEET THE 30TH JANUARY 


HER MAJESTY 


TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 
GREAT BRITAIN 


1900, 


JUEEN 


Q) 


OF THE 


AND JRELAND, Appointed 


IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


VICTORIA. 


FIRST VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 30th January, 1900, 


<epublic and by the Orange Free State my 
people have responded with devotion and 
enthusiasm to the appeal which I have 

-dn ten thaw wl ¢ha hawsniam A 


ERRATUM. 


Febraary 6th, p. 828, Division List No. 
Sir Edgar (Exeter). 


* count Cross), the Lorp CHAMBERLAIN 
* (the Earl of Hopetoun), the 
KINTORE, and Lord BELPER. 


EARL of 


The Commons being at the Bar with 
their Speaker, the Lorp CHANCELLOR 


\ delivered Her Majesty’s Speech to both 


Houses of Parliament, as follows: 
THE QUEEN’S SPEECH. 
“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 
“The peace which had recently been 
troken in South 
addressed you has unhappily not been 


restored ; but otherwise my relations 
with other States are friendly. 


“In resisting the invasion of my South 
African Colonies by the South African 
VOL. LX XVII. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 


Africa when last I 


3, ulter Vineent, Col. Sir C. E. H. f Vineent, 


WaLU LU DllaLo ii 
their imperial interests. I am confident 
that I shall not look to them in vain 
when I exhort them to sustain and re- 
new their exertions until they have 
brought this struggle for the main- 
tenance of the Empire and the assertion 
of its supremacy in South Africa to a 
victorious conclusion. 


UILO UVLALLIIYIA VUULUALUY Us 


“A treaty has been concluded with the 
German Emperor for the adjustment of 
rights claimed by the two countries in 
Samoa, Tonga, and other islands in the 
Pacific. To a portion of these stipula- 
tions the Government of the United 
States has also been a party. 


“A Bill will be introduced at an early 
date to give effect to the scheme of 
Federation which has been adopted after 

A 
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revision 








TO MEET THE 30TH JANUARY 


Member. 


HER MAJESTY 


HOUSE LORDS. 


Tuesday, 30th January, 1990, 


OF 


cates revision by the 


he inde 


> Tur SEVENTH SESSION or THE 
T FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT © of 
> Her Majesty the Queen, and the 


S Twenty-sixth Parliament of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
was opened by Commission at Two of the 


clock. 


peent 


noe 


The Lords Commissioners were : 
> The Lorp CHANCELLOR (the Earl of 
$ Halsbury), the Lorp Privy Seat (Vis- 
~ count Cross), the Lorp CHAMBERLAIN 

(the Earl of Hopetoun), the EARL of 
© Kinrore, and Lord BELPER. 


PDNVDIOG 


The Commons being at the Bar with 

their Speaker, the Lorp CHANCELLOR 
‘ delivered Her Majesty’s Speech to both 
= Houses of Parliament, as follows : 


as 
f 
x 
S 
S 
x 


THE QUEEN’S SPEECH. 
“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“The peace which had recently been 
lroken in South Africa when last I 
addressed you has unhappily not been 
restored ; but otherwise my relations 
with other States are friendly. 


“In resisting the invasion of my South 
African Colonies by the South African 
VOL. LXXVIIL. 


[FourTH SERtEgs. | 








THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITIUN) 


1900, 
QUEEN 


FIRST VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 





IN THE 
SEVENTH SESSION or THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unirep Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN ann IRELAND, appointed 


IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


VICTORIA. 


Republic and by the Orange Free State my 

people have responded with devotion and 
enthusiasm to the appeal which I have 
made to them; and the heroism of my 
soldiers in the field, and of my sailors 
and marines who were landed to co- 
operate with them, has not fallen short 
of the noblest traditions of our military 
history. I am deeply grieved that so 
many valuable lives should have fallen a 
sacrifice. But I have witnessed with 
pride and with the heartiest gratification 
the patriotic eagerness and spontaneous 
loyalty with which my subjects in all 
parts of my dominions have come for- 
ward to share in the common defence of 
their Imperial interests. I am confident 
that I shall not look to them in vain 
when I exhort them to sustain and re- 
new their exertions until they have 
brought this struggle for the main- 
tenance of the Empire and the assertion 
of its supremacy in South Africa to a 
victorious conclusion. 


“ A treaty has been concluded with the 
German Emperor for the adjustment of 
rights claimed by the two countries in 
Samoa, Tonga, and other islands in the 
Pacific. To a portion of these stipula 
tions the Government of the United 
States has also been a party. 

“A Bill will be introduced at an early 
date to give effect to the scheme of 
Federation which has been adopted after 

A 











3 Roll of 


the most careful consideration by five of | 
my Australian colonies. I have watched | 
with cordial satisfaction the gradual | 
development of my greater colonies into | 
self-governing communities. I feel con- 

fident that the establishment of the great | 
Federation of Australia will prove advan- | 
tageous, not only to the colonies imme- 

diately concerned, but also to the Empire 

at large. 

“The brilliant courage and the soldier- 
like qualities of the colonial forces en- 
gaged in South Africa have already 
earned high admiration. Patriotic offers 
of assistance, which it was not possible to 


accept, have come from many other 
colonies with populations of various 
races. 


“T have received from the ruling 
chiefs of Native States in [India numer- 
ous offers to place their troops and the re- 
sources of their States at my disposal for 
service in South Africa. These proofs of 
their loyalty to myself and of their 
devotion to the cause of my Empire have 
afforded me much gratification. 


“T regret that owing to insufficient 
rainfall in the autumn over a great part 
of Western and Central India the harvests 
and pasturage have failed to such an ex- 
tent as to create a famine. ‘Timely 
measures have been taken by my Govern- 


{LORDS} 


ment, and by the rulers of the Native | 


States affected, to relieve suffering and to 
prevent starvation. 

“T regret to add that the epidemic of 
plague continues, and that although its 
severity has not increased since last year, 
there is at present no prospect of its 
diminution. 


* Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 


“The Estimates for the public service 
of the year will be laid before you. The 








the Lords. 4 


“ At atime when several other nations 
are perfecting their naval preparations 
at the cost of increasing efforts and sacri- 
fices, the solicitude with which you have 


provided for the efficiency of our Navy 


and of our coast defences will assuredly 
not be relaxed. 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“The time is not propitious for any 
domestic reforms which involve a large 
expenditure. 


** Proposals, however, will be made to 
you for several important changes which 
are not open to this objection. Amend- 
ments are required in the laws which 
govern limited liability companies, and 
those which relate to agricultural 


in 
tenancies. Measures for amending the 
law of ecclesiastical assessments, and 


in regard to education in Scotland, and 
for the relief of tithe-rent payers in 
Ireland, will also be laid before you. 
Your attention will also be invited to 
proposals for better enabling local au- 
thorities to aid secondary and _ technical 
education in England and Wales ; for 
controlling the contracts of money 
lenders; for the amendment of _ the 
Factory Law, of the Law of Lunacy, and 
of the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act. 


“The labours of the Commission ap- 
pointed ‘by me to inquire into the nature 
and causes of accidents to railway  ser- 
vants are now completed. A Bill, framed 
with the object of lessening the number 
of such accidents, will be laid before you. 

“Tt appears that service in South 
Africa may have the effect of disfranchis- 
ing those whe are taking part in it. You 


will be asked to sanction a measure by 


provision for military expenditure must | 


be largely increased on account of the 


charge for military operations in South | 


Africa. 

“The experience of a great war must 
necessarily afford lessons of the greatest 
importance to the military administra- 
tions of the country. You will not, I 


am convinced, shrink from any outlay that 
may be required to place our defensive 
preparations on a level with the responsi- 
bilities which the possession of so great 
an Empire has laid upon us. 








which this injustice will be prevented. 

“7 commend your deliberations in this 
anxious time to the blessing and guidance 
of Almighty God.” 

Then the Commons withdrew. 

House adjourned during pleasure: 

House resumed. 

ROLL OF THE LORDS. 


Norroy King of 
delivered at the Table (in the usual 


Arms attending, 
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manner) a List of the Lords Temporal in 
the Seventh Session of the Twenty-sixth 
Parliament of the United Kingdom : The 
same was ordered to lie on the Table. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Farrer sat first in Parliament 
after the death of his father. 


NEW PEERS. 

Sir Henry Stafford Northcote, baronet, 
(.B., having been created Baron North- 
cote of the city and county of the city of 
Exeter, was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 


The Right Hon. Sir John Lubbock, 
baronet, having been created Baron 
Avebury of Avebury in the county of 
Wilts, was (in the usual manner) in- 
troduced. 


SELECT VESTRIES. 
Bill, pro forma, read 1“. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR = de- 
livered the Report of HER MAJEsTY’s 
GRACIOUS SPEECH from the Throne. 


*THE DUKE or SOMERSET: My 
Lords, in rising to move that an humble 
Address be presented by your Lordships 
in reply to the gracious Speech from the 
Throne, | would venture to remind your 
Lordships that there is one custom which 
always obtains in this House, whether 
these benches be occupied by those who 
support the present Government or by 
the noble Lords who sit on the other side, 
aud it is that you invariably extend a 
kind indulgence to anyone placed in the 
position I at present occupy. The first 
subject in the gracious Speech which you 
have just heard read, namely, the war in 
South Africa, is the only one with which 
I propose to occupy your attention for 
any time, it being really the one nearest 
all our hearts. The causes which led to 
this war are not of any importance to- 
day. What the nation has to do is to see 
this matter through. Whether it takes 


six months, or six years, this country 
intends to settle the question of her supre- 
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macy in South Africa once and for all. 
The flags of the two Boer Republics must 
disappear for ever, and the English flag fly 
from the Zambesi to the Cape of Good 
Hope ; and I trust that, when we have 
crushed out all resistance, we shall know 
how to deal with the members of the 
Government of the two Republics, and 
those who have aided and abetted them 
in this gigantic conspiracy to drive us 
out of South Africa. On the other hand, 
I hope that the Boer farmers and others, 
who have been for years purposely misled 
and deceived as to our aims and intentions 
by Mr. Kruger and the corrupt oligarchy 
who misgovern the country and oppress 
the Uitlanders with the sole object of 
filling their pockets, and without the 
slightest regard for the welfare of their 
countrymen, will be encouraged to return 
to their usual avocations and participate 
in the prosperity which is sure to follow 
the establishment of a just and honest 
Government. I feel, my Lords, that this 
war, terrible though it is, will, when 
brought to a successful termination, be 
for the real and lasting good of South 
Africa, and also of this country ; and for 
two reasons. In the first place the Boers, 
who are, as a people, most ignorant as to 
the resources of this country, have, ever 
since the termination of the last war, 
which ended with Majuba Hill and the 
disastrous peace which was then made, 
been quite persuaded that it would be a 
simple matter to drive the English out of 
Africa ; but by the time the present war 
is ended they will form a truer estimate 
of the power of this Empire. In the 
second place, it will open the eyes of the 
nation, by bitter experience, to the faults 
in the existing administration of the War 
Office, and to the real requirements of 
our Army. In what I am about to say, 
your Lordships must not think that I im- 
pute blame especially to those at present 
responsible for the conduct of that office 
—on the contrary, I think it is our duty 
as patriots to try and strengthen their 
hands in the present crisis—but I do 
think, my Lords, that the system which 
they found existing there is faulty, and 
that, when we get breathing time in 
which to do so, the country will require a 
complete review of that svstem. Ina few 
words, my Lords, the Army seems to 
have existed for the benefit of the War 
Office. In future, the War Office should 
exist only for the benefit of our Army. The 
Army has also suffered from the fact that 
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every Chancellor of the Exchequer seems 
to consider it the first Department on 
which to practise economies if he wishes 
to improve the appearance of his Budget, 
and this without the slightest regard to the 
disastrous effects these economies may 
have on its efficiency. My Lords, we 
have had reverses and misfortunes ; but 
| think that if our neighbours over the 
water, who are so ready with hostile 
criticism, had been obliged to move 
100,000 men 6,000 miles by sea before 
they could put a man or gun in the field, 
and then found an enemy who, being on 
the spot, could choose his own fighting 
ground, and who, we must remember, 
had for years been preparing fur this very 
war, they would not have done any 
hetter than we have done. We have 
heen able to move our troops because— 
and only because—-we have undisputed 
command of the sea. On this our 
Empire depends, and [| trust this country 
will take care that she retains that 
command at whatever cost. Of one 
thing, my Lords, this country may be 
justly proud. 1 refer to the splendid 
‘ovalty with which our colonies, with 
Canada at their head, have come to our 
wsistance. | spent many happy vears 
n Canada—in the woods, on the plains, 
and in the mountains—and know well 
the class of men she is sending us. The 
ranchmen and cowboys from the plains 
and mountains of the North west are 
tine riders, good shots, as a rule, and tough, 
resolute men, used to every hardship 
and well fitted for such a campaign as the 
present ; and we are also receiving a body 
of well-drilled Volunteers from the towns 
and surrounding districts. The other 
colonies have sent us an equally fine body 
of men. The rwers of the Native States 
in India have also offered us men and 
trained artillery horses, which, 1 should 
think, would be invaluable at the present 
juncture, The successes we have so far 
achieved in South Africa, my Lords, have 
been owing to the splendid heroism and 
devotion of our officers and men, which, 
under novel and often most trying circum - 
stances, has equalled, if it has not excelled, 
the best traditions of our Army. They 
have had to meet, generally on disadvan- 
tageous terms, a brave and treacherous 
eneniy, more numerous than our forces as 
a rule, and to take positions carefully 
prepared for weeks, and almost impreg- 
nable. We have been heavily handicapped 
in this war by the fact that in face of an 


Th Duku or Nowerset. 
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enemy consisting wholly of mounted men, 
and therefore very mobile, we were with- 
out any quantity of Cavalry, and had 
only a small body of Mounted Infantry, 
the authorities neglecting for a long time 
to take advantage of the splendid offers 
of irregular Cavalry from our colonists 
in Natal—men used to the country, 
hating the’ Boers, and __ perfectly 
suited for the work. This has, I am glad 
to say, been rectified, but valuable time 
has been lost. We have also been terribly 
under - gunned, and unless the Naval 
Brigade had, with their usual enterprise 
and ingenuity, mounted some of the 
heavy guns from their ships, we should 
have had absolutely nothing with which 
to reply to the heavy ordnance of the 
Boers—-in fact, Ladysmith was saved by 
these naval guns. Of those commanding 
our troops in South Africa, I would only 
say that they have had a great respon- 
sibility on their shoulders—in the case of 
Sir Redvers Buller, an almost intolerable 
one. Adverse criticism of their actions 
at this distance, and with very little 
knowledge of their surroundings, political 
and other, seems to me a great injustice. 
[ am certain that with Lord Roberts and 
Lord Kitchener at Cape Town, and Sir 
Redvers Buller in Natal, everything that is 
possible will be done for the suecess of our 
arms. I hope, my Lords, that, besides hurry- 
ing out reinforcements to our generals in 
South Africa, the Government will consider 
well the desirability of at once mobilising 
our Navy, of embodying the Militia 
not yet called out, and all the Volunteers, 
so that they may receive a training which 
will enable them, a national 
emergency, to take the place of the reg:- 
lar troops of whom the country is partially 
denuded, and then call for all the trained 
men who have passed through either 
force, at the same time organising 
artillery and transport, of which these 
forces are entirely deficient at present. 
My Lords. we have won half our splendid 
Empire with the sword. We have only 
to look at the nations around us, armed 
to the teeth and jealous of our prosperity 
and freedom. to see that we must be pre 
pared to defend the whole of it by the 
same means. If our sword is a little dull, 
my Lords, it is our business to put an 
edge to it, and then, if we keep it loose in 
the scabbard, with a strong hand on the 
hilt, we shail not oniy ensure peace for 
ourselves, but go far to ensure it for the 
whole of Europe. My Lords, [ doubt if, 
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since the days of the Indian Mutiny, the | 
Government of this country has had to 
face such anxieties and difticulties as at 
the present moment, but [ am quite con- 
fident that if the country will sink all 
party differences, and give Her Majesty’s 
Ministers its unanimous support, they 


will bring the Empire through the 
present crisis with success and with 
honour. To turn to. other — sub- 
jects. For the past year we have 


good cause to rejoice in the prosperity of 
Egypt, especially in the death-blow dealt 
to Mahdism by Lord Kitchener and the 
united English and Egyptian forces at 
Omdurman, and the taking prisoner of 
Osman Digna since that time. My Lords, 
everyone in this country deeply deplores 
the sufferings of Her Majesty’s Indian 
subjects caused by the plague and one of 
the most serious famines which have yet 
occurred in that country. We may, Lam 
sure, depend on the Viceroy and Govern- 
ment of India doing all they can to give 
relief and assuage suffering, but with an 
enormous native population, chiefly a 
very poor one, this is a task of great 
magnitude, and one which will require all 
their ability to cope with. [thank your 
Lordships for the kind manner in which 
you have listened to me, and I now beg 
to move 


* That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty in reply to the Gracious 
Speech from the Throne.” 


*THE EARL or SHAFTESBURY : 
My Lords, it is my privilege to rise and 
address your Lordships’ House, and to 
Duke who has moved 
that an humble address be presented by 


second the noble 


your Lordships to Her Majesty in reply 
to the gracious Speech from the Throne. 
To me this privilege is rendered of double 
value inasmuch as it comes at a time 
when Parliament has been summoned 
together whilst the nation is in the act of 
carrying on a war of greater magnitude, 
perhaps, than any war in which we have 
been engaged since the days of Welling- 
ton, and which has already affected us, 
and will affect us each one from the 
highest to the lowest. It is a war that is 
destined to revolutionise in no small 
degree all tactics of modern warfare, 
unless, my Lords, it is to prove an excep- 
tion to every other war of similar magni- 
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tude ensuing on any long periods of peace 
— those periods of peace during which 
engines of war, terrible in their death 
dealing properties, are of almost daily 
invention. It is bound to make every 
nation pause and consider how the lessons. 
to be learnt from it are to be best applied 
to the perfecting of their national systems 
for attack and defence, and in like manner 
it is destined to mark an important epoch 
in the military history of our Empire. 
Under these circumstances, therefore, the 
war must be the all absorbing topic of the 
hour. It oceupies the first position 
in the gracious Speech from the Throne. 
Having served until a comparatively 
recent date in a regiment which is now 
at the front, under that distinguished, 
and, | think I may say, very successful 
leader, General French, you will under- 
stand, my Lords, that my interest in this 
war is of a somewhat special kind. The 
noble Duke has already enlarged fully 
upon the magnificent fighting qualities of 
the British and Colonial soldiers, and on 
the heroic valour of the officers who lead 
them, and, indeed, upon every other point 
of importance in connection with the war. 
Your Lordships will, I trust, pardon me, 
however, if | go over the same ground in 
emphasising the debt of gratitude due by 
this country to the colonists who have 
come forward so readily to help her in 
her hour of need. My Lords, it always 
seemed to me that Imperial Federation 
was rather a dream of the future, but 
what further proof is necessary that it is 
with us now, if not in substance, at any 
rate in spirit, when we see sons of Empire 
going forward shoulder to shoulder to 
fight for a common cause, and that cause 
the integrity of the Empire? I would 
refer, too, to the patriotic spirit shown by 
the people of this country at this time, 
whether it be in the ready response of 
our Reservists, and all those who have 
volunteered, to the call to arms, or 
whether it be in the generous financial 
support given by all classes to any scheme 
or fund raised for the benefit of those 
fighting our battles. These few points, 
my Lords, I think, form a bright side of 
the picture, if in other ways the situation 
of affairs in South Africa at this moment 
gives cause for much anxiety. No country 
could have done more, no country could 
wish to do more, to further the efforts of 
those responsible for the situation to 
carry what has now become no light an 
undertaking to a conclusion which shall 
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not only be comprehensive but final. As 
regards the conduct of the campaign, 


criticism there has been, perhaps too | 
much. Far be it from me, however, to | 


criticise on such an occasion as this. I 
would rather content myself with the 
feeling that during the conduct of this 
war our generals who are directing the 
movements of our forces are reaping a 
golden harvest of experience invaluable to 
them for further operations in the field at 
this time, invaluable should they ever 
again be called upon to take the field, 
and of greatest value to those who come 
after them, who may be placed in a 
similar position. Before leaving the sub- 
ject of war, I would urge the necessity, 
which has become so apparent, of esta- 
blishing national rifle clubs throughout the 
country. Every man should know how to 
handle a rifle, every man should know 
how to shoot. We want no compulsory 
system of service, but I cannot help 
thinking that every able-bodied man 
might give up two years, a year, or six 
months, to a course of military training 
either in the Regulars, or in the Militia, 
or in the Volunteers. On no account do 
I desire to minimise the gravity of the 
situation at this moment, but what in a 
time of real national peril would be the 
position of an able-bodied man, endowed 
with all the physical and _ intellectual 
qualities necessary, if his services were of 
no account owing to a want of training 
during times of peace? It is for us at 
home to look and see that the magnifi- 
cent fighting material we possess is 
backed by a thoroughly sound and 
strong system of Imperial defence, and 
if some reorganisation of this system has 
proved itself necessary at this time I 
think we may rest assured that it will 
oceupy the attention of Her Majesty’s 
Ministers at an early date. My Lords, 
the next point in Her Majesty’s Speech 
is the satisfactory adjustment of the 
Samoan difficulties. The Samoan Islands, 
I understand, were of no strategic value 
or importance to Great Britain. The 
treaty concluded with the 
Emperor has apparently settled once 
and for all a question that gave 
rise to constant friction between the 


representatives of three great Powers | 
in those islands, and is, I believe, a | 
thoroughly satisfactory to all | 
iby the dogged determination of the 


treaty 
parties, and for which Her Majesty’s 


Government has obtained a concession of | 


equal value elsewhere. I should like to 
The Earl of Shaftesbury. 


{LORDS} 


German | 
‘no further comment from me. 
;must occupy, no doubt, the almost un- 
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| dwell for a moment upon the next point 
| in the Speech from the Throne, namely- 


| A Bill will be introduced at an early date 
to give effect to the scheme of Federation 
which has been adopted, after the most careful 
consideration, by five of my Australian 
Colonies.” 


My Lords, those five colonies, I feel, 
deserve the fullest measure of cordial 
congratulation we can give them. For 
two years and more I had the honour of 
serving on the staff of Lord Brassey, Her 
Majesty’s representative in the colony of 
Victoria. It was my privilege to witness 
the never-to-be-forgotten outburst of 
loyalty and affection shown by the people 
of the colony of Victoria, and, indeed, 
throughout Australia, on the occasion of 


' Her Most Gracious Majesty’s Jubilee of 


(1897. The invitation 
Government to the Premiers of all 
the colonies to visit this country at 
the time, so readily accepted by them, 
did more to help on the work of 
Federation in Australia than we 
may well be aware of. It brought the 
representatives of those Colonial Govern- 
ments into closer touch with the Im- 
perial Government at home. It did 
more than that. It brought them into 
a closer touch with each other. When I 
left Australia at the beginning of 1898, 
the Convention was then sitting for the 
purpose of framing a Commonwealth 
Bill, which was to be acceptable to all. 
The difficulties at that time seemed to be 
insuperable, but by a policy of steady 
perseverance, and a spirit of give and 
take from all, in five colonies, at any 
rate, those difficulties have at fast been 
apparent] surmounted. We may hope 
to see ere long another nation growing 
up of our own kith and kin, strong in 
the fact of its unity, strong in its loyalty 
and affection for Her Most Gracious 
Majesty the Queen and her Empire, of 
which it forms a part, a more than useful 


issued by the 


‘ally in times of trouble to the country te 


whom it owes its birth. My Lords, | 
think the remaining points in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne require 
This war 


divided attention of your Lordships’ 
House for some little time to come. I 
am glad to feel that, whatever may be 
the issue fof this struggle—and, backed 


Government and people of this country, 
there can be but one issue—we shall 
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emerge from it with the bonds of a united 
Empire still more closely and firmly 
knit together, determined to use to the 
best of our ability our resources and 
our strength to carry on the work of 
civilisation, to uphold all that is just and 
right, and to further the peaceful de- 
velopment of commerce throughout the 
world. I thank your Lordships for your 
kind attention to my remarks, and I beg 
to second the Address. 


THe EARL or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I feel sure your Lordships will have 
heard with satisfaction the speeches made 
by the mover and seconder of the Address. 
My noble friend the noble Duke made 
many very sensible observations, with not 
afew of which I entirely concur. As re- 
gards the noble Karl, I am sure the whole 
House will congratulate him, for I think 
amore graceful and appropriate speech 
we have never heard. My Lords, the first 
subject that is touched on in the Speech 
from the Throne is our relations with 
foreign Powers, and I see with pleasure 
that the noble Marquess has_ been able to 
advise Her Majesty to say that our rela- 
tions with other States are friendly. My 
Lords, the friendship of other States must 
always be a matter of the highest con- 
sequence to any nation, but at the present 
moment we must all feel how important 
itis that we should have friendly rela- 
tious with the Great Powers of Europe and 
the United States. I believe lam speaking 
with accuracy when I say that the 
relations between the different Govern- 


ments of Europe and that of the United | 


States and our own Government may be 
justly described as friendly. I wish we 
could say as much concerning the general 
attitude of some of the nations of Europe. 
I do not wish—Heaven forbid that I 
should—to add anything to the bitter 
remarks which have been made as to the 
feeling shown towards this country in 
almost all parts of Europe. I cannot 
pass from that without saying that, with- 
out attributing too much to newspaper 
controversies which go on between the 
press of the different countries, I do 
think, without speaking of any particular 
country, that, with regard to our rela- 
tions with foreign nations, considerable 
mischief has been done by the way in 
which ill-natured remarks in every news. 
paper, however contemptible, are reported 
to us. There is a general impression 
produced, I am convinced, that the situa- 
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'tion is much more serious than it is— 


than the situation really deserves ; but 
what is worse than that is that the con- 
tinual going on of warfare of that kind 
serves to irritate people generally and 
make them feel a want of cordiality 
towards one another. Not that I depre- 
cate in the least the reporting to us 
the state of feeling in those countries— 
I think we are deeply indebted to 
the press for their reports — but 
what I do deprecate is the undue 
amount of stress that is laid on the 
attacks of the press of other countries, 
and their being responded to by the 
press of our own country. It is setting 
up a kind of paper warfare which I am 
certain is not conducive to good relations 
with other countries or to peace. There 
is only one subject which is specially im- 
portant in regard to foreign affairs, to 
which I would refer, and I should be 
sorry to pass it over. I refer to the ne- 
gotiations with Germany which have 
enabled the Government to arrive at a 
settlement with regard to Samoa. I shall 
not trouble your Lordships by entering 
into that matter more fully. For my 
part, I simply congratulate the noble 
Marquesson the settlement which has been 
arrived at of a long-standing difficulty. 
I will add to that that I think the friendly 
character of our relations with foreign 
Powers is due in great measure to the 
prudence, if I may say so, with whieh the 
noble Marquess has conducted the foreign 
affairs of this country. But I must say 
this—I have no wish to make an attack 
upon any member of the Government— 
that I do hope the noble Marquess will 
prevent such speeches from being made 
as were made by the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies during the recess, and 
which, though I am certain they were 
not intended to have such an effect, did, 
to some extent, neutralise the efforts 
which the noble Marquess himself had 
made to bring about a perfectly cordial 
understanding between us and certain 
other Powers. I have in years past had 
some experience of diplomacy, and I am 
sure that any one who has had anything 
to do with the conduct of foreign affairs, 
whether employed in this country or 


abroad, must know that there is a 
peculiar discretion necessary in speak- 
ing of foreign affairs, and that 
it is well that those who speak 


upon them should have some special 


| experience on the subject, and know more 
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precisely than anyone who has not been 
engaged in such transactions can know 
what will be the effect of the words they 
use upon other nations. It is very 
different to our own domestic affairs. The 
ground is far more delicate, and it is not 
perhaps always easy to understand pre- 
cisely what effect words spoken here by 
persons of importance may have abroad. 
[ wil] not pursue the subject, but [ felt 
bound to refer to it, without laying too 
much stress upon it. Naturally, my 
Lords, I turn now to that which occupies 
the thoughts of every one, not only in 
this House, but throughout the country 

-I mean the war in South Africa. And 
in regard to that I wish first of all to 
express, what is the universal opinion, 
admiration of the conduct of our troops. 
Upon that there cannot be two opinions. 
Whatever may have been the result of 
their efforts, | am perfectly certain that 
in no war in which we have been engaged 
have our soldiers, and such of our sailors 
as have been engaged, shown a more 
determined bravery or a more gallant 
spirit in the discharge of the dangerous 
and difficult duties they have been called 
upon to perform. That has not been con- 
fined by any means to the soldiers of this 
country. It has also been shown in as 
marked a degree by the bodies of troops, 
not large, but in themselves important, 
which the colonies have sent to our assis- 
tance. I would also say that I do not 
believe that too much praise can be 
awarded to the Natal Volunteers, who 
have come forward in circumstances of 
the most painful nature, and have shown 
that they are worthy in every respect of 
fighting by the side of the British soldier. 
The support we are receiving from the 
colonies is one of those subjects on which 
we can warmly congratulate ourselves. 
The support of our colonies has been given 
with no stinted hand. It has been given 
cordially ; nay, more, it has been given 
enthusiastically, and, whatever may be 
the difficulties in which we are involved 
and the dangers that may beset us in the 
future, this much at least we know, which 
we did not know before so fully-—that we 
have with us completely the heart of our 
colonial people throughout the world. 
That will, I believe, in the future lead to 
such a binding together of the whole 
Empire as will tend to increase our power 
toa degree which perhaps now we can 
hardly calculate. Of course, | include all 
the colonies — Canada, Australia and 
The Earl of Kimberley. 
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the rest—but i must refer specially 


for a moment to the Australian colonies, 


because a measure of great importance 
mentioned in the 
Speech from the Throne—namely, the 
federation of those colonies. I think I 
may say that, whilst at any time we 
should have weleomed such a proposal 
and have viewed it with the most favour- 
able eye, our relations with our colonies 
are now of such a warm nature that they 
may be perfectly certain that that 
measure will be received with cordial 
approval both in Parliament and in the 
country. There is one other subject to 
which I must allude in this connection, 
and that is the condition of affairs in 
India. It is a most melancholy thing 
that India should again this year be 
afflicted by a terrible famine and also by 
a continuance of the plague. We deeply 
sympathise with the people of India, and 
we must not forget that, even in the 
stress which is laid upon them, they have 
not forgotten their relations to this coun 
try and have sent us both help and 
assurances of help in our present 
anxiety. I mention this because it marks 
the excellent relations which _ prevail 
between ourselves and our people in that 
part of the world. I have alluded to 
those various passages in the Speech in 
which we are all able to concur. I must 
turn now to the war itself. Jt is in vain 
to conceal from ourselves, determined as 
we are not to shrink from any sacrifice to 
bring the war to a fortunate conclusion, 
that we have no reason to congratulate 
ourselves upon the progress which 
thus far has been made. This is a 
moment of the deepest and gravest 
anxiety. I am not a soldier, but, for 
other reasons than my want of know- 
ledge of military matters, I shall abstain 
entirely from criticising the actions of the 
generals in the fieid, who have onerous 
duties to perform in the conduct of 
these operations. It is the duty of Her 
Majesty’s Government to select the men 
who are to undertake these difficult 
operations; it is our duty to support 
the Government in giving them all 
the assistance and all the means 
that they may need; but it seems 
to me to be unwise to criticise the 
generals themselves in the carrying out 
of their operations. But I do not wish 
by that to imply that I do not feel certain 
that our generals themselves, as every 
man who may be employed in the. prose- 
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cution of the war, are doing their very 
utmost to perform their arduous duties. 
Reference 1s made in the gracious Speech 
to the experience we have gained with 
regard to the defects in our military 
administration. 


THE PRIME MINISTER aAnp 
SECRETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The MARQUESS of SALISBURY): 
Those are not precisely the words. 


THE EARL or KIMBERLEY: I will 


quote the very words-— 


* The experience of a great war must neces- 
sarily afford lessons of the greatest importance 
to the military administrations of the 
country.” 


That naturally implies what, I think, 
would under any circumstances be right, 
that there will probably have to be a 
revision in many respects of our military 
administration. I will say more. I 
think it very possible that it may be 
found necessary to make careful inquiry 
into certain particular points. [ was 
going to add tnat Ido not think that this 
is the occasion or the moment to go into 
particulars, even if | were capable of 
going into them, on such a subject. I 
merely mention it because I think it is a 
subject which may lead to discussions of 
great importance in Parliament. if 
concur with what the noble Duke, I 
think, said—that the Government will he 
wise Lam not sure they are not doing 
it—if they make every effort to be 
thoroughly prepared for what may occur 
in the future. We all hope for great 
We may, unfortunately, meet 
with serious disaster. Nay, more than 
that. Although our relations with foreign 
Powers are friendly, it is well to consider 
what may happen in the future, and it is 
well the Government should be thoroughly 
prepared for any event that may occur. 
[am certain that this country will meet 
with courage and resolution any eventu- 
ality that may arise, but it is not only 
necessary to be prepared to meet dangers 
with courage and resolution. You ought 
to be prepared beforehand with the means 
which will enable you to surmount those 
dangers. Ll agree entirely with the noble 
Duke opposite, if I rightly understood 
him, when he said it was highly desirable 
that the whole of the Militia should 
be embodied. I confess I have been 


success. 


astonished that the Government have not 
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taken that measure, not merely with 
reference to the war going on in South 
Africa, but also for home service, when 
the country has been denuded of regular 
troops. If you embody the Militia in 
time they will become efficient regiments, 
and it seems to me the whole body should 
he at the disposal of the Government for 
home service. hat is one point. The 
other is. referred to in this paragraph of 
the Speech from the Throne 


“At a time when several other nations are 
perfecting their naval preparations at the cost 
of increasing efforts and sacritices, the solicitude 
with which you have provided for the efficiency 
of our Navy and of our coast defences will 
assuredly not be relaxed.” 


I gather from that that Her Majesty's 
Government are well aware of the vital 
importance of seeing that our one great 
defence is in the highest condition not 
only of efficiency, which I hope and _ he- 
lieve it is, but also in a state of prepara- 
tion which may make it easy to utilise it 
at once whenever it is called upon to 
discharge any duty which may be laid 
upon it. [ lay stress upon that. [ am 
sure that in the present situation of affairs 
it is well that our Navy should be quite 
ready wherever it is called upon to act, 
and I hope I may say with confidence 
that the Administration of the present 
day intend to keep that matter steadily 
aad fully in mind. Circumstances which 
have come to my knowledge lead me to 
believe that that is the case, and I shall 
be glad to have it confirmed from the 
mouth of those who speak with both 
knowledge and responsibility. I have said 
much, I think, on which I may hope for 
the agreement of all in this House. I must 
come now to a less pleasant and far less 
agreeable task, because [do not think I 
can pass over without criticism certain 
matters concerning the action of Her 
Majesty’s Government in the past. | 
entirely deny that it is our duty, when 
difficulties surround the Government, to 
abstain entirely from criticism. We are 
hound not to embarrass the Government, 
we are bound not to do anything that 
may diminish their efficiency, but I deny 
that the efficiency of the Government is 
seriously impaired by having the mistakes 
which in our opinion it has made pointed 
out, even at the present time. At the 
same time I shall not enlarge at any 
great length upon them. I may say at 
once that I have not the slightest inten- 
tion of going back to the well-worn ques- 
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tion of the negotiations with the Trans- | 


vaal Republic. If mistakes were made 


then they cannot be mended now by any | 


words we may use. The remarks I shall 
make relate entirely to our want of pre- 
paration for the war in which we find 
ourselves engaged. That, I think, is a sub- 
ject of great and pressing importance. 
I will trouble your Lordships with one or 
two quotations from speeches made by 
responsible Ministers of the Crown, 
because it is from their mouths alone that 
I gather, to my astonishment, that they 
seem not to have been aware, or not aware 
in sufficient time, of the state of prepara- 
tion of the Transvaal Government and 
the danger which might consequently 
arise to the possessions of the Crown in 
South Africa. The argument which i 
sometimes used in defence of the Govern- 
ment—I believe the noble Marquess him- 
self in a speech pointed this out—is 
something like this: If you were largely 
to increase our troops in South Africa 
during the time you were pecal e 
negotiations with the Boer Government, 
it would be so warlike a proceeding that 
it would not only necessarily prejudice 
the negotiations, but it would induce the 
Boers, whose state of preparation was 
more advanced, to attack you. But that 
argument does not hold good when the 
speeches of the responsible Ministers of 
the Crown themselves are examined. 
Speaking at Leicester, in November, the 
Colonial Secretary said— 

‘The policy of President Kruger led us five 
times to the brink of war”-—that was in past 
years—“‘and President Kruger only yielded 
when he looked into the cannon’s mouth.” 


The right hon. Gentleman then went on 
to say that all the time President Kruger 
was piling up tremendous armaments 
until he found himself in a position in 
which he thought he could safely defy 
one of the Great Powers of the world, 
and that these immense preparations for 
war began long before the Jameson raid. 
The comment I would make upon that is 
this—in the first place, this information 
must have been long known to the 
Government, and, in the second place, if 
this was the view taken by the Colonial 
Secretary, | am ata loss to understand 
how the policy which has recently been 
described as one of bluff could have been 
adopted and pursued in the face of such 
knowledge as the Government possessed. 
The Colonial Secretary told us that Presi- 
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dent Kruger very wisely, when we put 
the matter strongly to him and he was 
not ready for war, did not think it well to 
rush into the cannon’s mouth. Would 
not the inference be, inasmuch as he was 
persevering in piling up his armaments, 
that when he had his preparations com- 
plete he would rush into the cannon’s 

mouth! That seems to me a _ con- 
clusion it is impossible to avoid. It 
seems to me also unwise to have 
gone in for a policy of bluff without 
well considering what would be the 
result supposing it failed. Of course it was 
on the cards that it might fail. There was 
a fair probability of peace in the opinion 
of many men on both sides; but a fair 
probability does not exclude the possibility 
of the other event. With the knowledge 
that these armaments had been preparing 
for years and years, since long before the 
raid, would not anyone have thought 
that a policy of bluff would be unsafe, 


because, as the probability of peace might 


' aggression ?’- 


not be followed by peace, you would be 
landed in war without being prepared for 
it, as in point of fact you were? I will 
trouble your Lordships with one more 
quotation, which is, in my epinion, of still 
greater importance, and it is a quotation 
from a speech made by the First Lord 
of the Treasury at Manchester on the 
8th of January last. The ;whole speech 
is one of very great interest, but I am 
only going to quote the passages which 
appear to be the most vital. Mr. Balfour 
said - 

“Perhaps I shall be asked why did the 
Government, knowing that armaments were 
being ace umulated in the Transvaal, not enter 
a protest two years ago, and declare that 
either the armaments should cease which 
could by the nature of the case be directed 
against nothing but this country and _ her 
colonies, or else that we should regard it as a 
cause of quarrel between us and the Boer 
Government? There was a conclusive reason, 
and a melancholy reason, why that argument 
should not have been used to the Boer Govern- 


ment. Our hands were tied and our mouths 
were closed at that time by the raid. How 
could we say to the Boer Goverament, ‘ You 


must disarm, you have nothing to fear from 
us ; your armaments, if you ace cumulate them, 
must be directed, not to self-defence, but to 
-how, [ say, could we use that 
language when three years ago an expedition 
composed of our countrymen had from B ritish 
territory made an onslaught—a feeble and in- 
effective onslaught, it is true, but still an on- 
slaught—on the Boer Government? We were 
helpless i in face of that argument. That argu- 
ment could never be used in the face of public 

opinion and in the face of Europe, for it was 
sieawe open to the Boer Government to say 
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that these arms that were accumulating, these 
munitions of war which were choking their 
arsenals, were intended, not for aggression, but 
simply as a measure of precaution and of self- 
defence against a second raid taking place 
from our territory. Now you will see the 
joint that [am leading up to. The argument 
} wish to meet is this, that we entered into 
this war insufficiently prepared on the spot to 
deal with the military situation we had to 
face; and Iam of opinion, looking back with 
all the impartiality I can, that the steps we 
took were, in the state of our knowledge, suffi- 
cient steps, and that the policy we pursued is 
the policy which all impartial judges of the 
situation will agree to be one which ought to 
have commended itself to the responsible 
Government of the country.” 


Now, my Lords, I cannot see that there 
is in that argument any sufficient excuse 
for the course pursued by the Govern- 
ment. These armaments had commenced, 
Mr. Chamberlain tells us, long before the 
Jameson raid. It was perfectly well 
known—it must have been known; it 
was impossible for it not to have been 
known — that these armaments were 
accumulating to a point which could not 
possibly be required for the purpose of 
dealing either with such a raid as the 
Jameson raid or with the Uitlander 
population in the Transvaal. What, in 
my opinion, the Government ought to 
have done was this. When they knew 
that these armaments were growing 
beyond anything which could _ pos- 
sibly be necessary to repel a_ raid, 
or to restrain the Uitlanders, the 
obvious course would have been to have 
communicated with the Boer Govern- 
ment. But let me say that, in the first 
place, the Government ought to have 
punished much more severely the authors 
of the Raid. [know it may be said that 
perhaps we on this side share some of the 
blame; but I think we committed a 
grievous mistake in not inflicting severer 
punishment on the authors, great and 
small, of the raid. Nothing but that 
would have convinced the Boers of our 
good intentions. And, having done that, 


the Government should have said to the | 


Boers : “ We willingly and fully recognise 
your perfect right and the necessity you 
are under to arm to the point needed for 
preventing any such raid as the Jameson 
raid and of keeping order in your own 
country. But we know that you are 
accumulating armaments day by day and 
they are growing to a point far beyond 
What you can require for those purposes ; 
and it is our duty to point out that unless 


you desist your action must lead to our , 
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sending large forces to South Africa, 
when there will be a_ probability of 
our coming into collision. We do 
not wish to adopt an unfriendly atti- 
tude towards you, but if you persevere 
in this course we will have no alternative.” 
My opinion is that if the Boers had 
persevered after that warning in accumu- 
lating armaments visibly directed against 
ourselves it would have been a just and 
necessary cause for war then and there. 
The whole matter was, however, allowed 
to drift until the Government found 
themselves in such a situation that they 
were not prepared, in case of the failure 
of their negotiations, to take the neces- 
sary measures to enforce their view. 
That is the conclusion { draw from that 
portion of Mr. Balfour’s speech. I will 
ask you to refer in your minds to things 
which have occurred not very long ago, 
and affecting Great Powers. Would you 
have ventured, in your negotiations, to 
take up the attitude you took up—and 
took up successfully—if you had not 
known that you were prepared, if 
diplomacy failed, to back it up! 
But there is something much more wonder- 
ful than that, because Mr. Balfour actually 
told us the Government knew no more 
than the man in the street. Now | 
should be the last in the world to ques- 
tion the veracity of anything the First 
Lord of the Treasurv said; yet I am 
free to confess that I cannot believe the 
possibility that the Government knew 
no more than the man in the street. | 
cannot see how that could be. There is 
no precedent for it that [ ever heard of. 
I am a man in the street, knowing in a 
general way more than the ordinary man 
in the street, but [ never suppose for a 
moment that I possess information on any 
particular subject which the Government 
have to deal with, beyond perhaps 
domestic matters, at all equal to the in- 
formation they possess. It is absolutely 
impossible to conceive that the Govern- 
ment should not have been fully and 
entirely informed of what was going on 
in the Transvaal. We had an agent 
there, and the country was open to any 
one to go to. Why, it would have only 
required a very moderate amount of 
activity to find out—I will not say every 
detail, but generally what was going on. 
Cannon and large quantities of ammuni. 
tion are not brought into a country 
without its being generally known. 
I have heard, indeed, that some 
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of the cannon were made in_ this 
country: and cannon and ammu- 
nition are not conveyed by railway in 
such a manner that nobody hears of it. 
Therefore, | cannot believe that the 
Government knew no more than the man 
in the street. They must have known 
generally what was going on in the 
Transvaal. | have seen them accused of 
ignorance, but | do not believe that is 
possible. They appear also to have 
thought, if I take seriously what Mr. 
Balfour says, that their policy ought to 
he guided entirely by the man in the 
street, because he says— 

“Supposing we had come to Parliament in 
the middle of August and said ‘ We want you 
to vote us iminense supplementary estimates 
for the provision of immediate transport to 
South Africa’... what would have been 
said by the great mass of moderate opinion, 
hoth on the other side and on our own side of 
the House, if we had made suelia proposition 
as that %” 


That seems to me entirely apart from the 
real question. The question which every 
Government has to consider when grave 
affairs are et stake is not what their sup- 
porters, not what the man in the street, 
not what the Opposition may say, but 
what in their mature judgment the 
safety and interest of the country re- 
quire. The responsibility is laid on 
them, having made up their minds, 
to make a proposal to Parliament 
and the Whether they 
accept it or not, the Government cannot 
justify themselves in remaining respon 
sible for affairs of a grave and serious 
kind if they have made up their minds 
that a certain course is necessary unless 
the nation is prepared to back them. It 
is their duty to announce their policy and 
press it, and stand or fall by it ; and more 
than that, in my humble judgment that 
is a course which would ensure the safety 
generally of the Government, because the 
nation would kuow that, if the men to 
whom it has confided the government of 
the country come forward and make such 
a statement as that, there are most grave 
reasons behind it. Is it to be said that 
the country has come to that pass, that 
the Government may not safely appeal 
to the country to give it the necessary 
support! That is not the view that is 
taken here. Mr. Balfour went on to say 
something even more grave. He said 


counery, 


“Our institutions are such that such a 
determined policy becomes impossible.” 
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After describing at length what might 
have happened, he said : 

“Tf this is true, would not such a policy be 

insane 7” 
In my opinion, there is nothing more 
insane than not proposing a policy which 
vou believe to be a true one. Mr. 
Balfour went on to say ; 

* Our institutions, our free institutions, have 
their merits and have their demerits, and their 
demerits are intimately and inseparably bound 
up with their merits. Their merit is this 
that no Government can act in great affairs 
unless it has the opinion of the community 
behind it. But the defect of that systena is 
that, when the opinion of the community lags 
behind the necessities of the case, there mi) 
be occasions When sufticient rapidity of action 
is denied to the exeentive Government.” 


Stronger statements than that have 
been made in irresponsi}le quarters, where 
there seems to be a conclusion arrived at 
that the institutions of the country are 
such that we cannot, as in the past, carry 
onawar. I deny it. I say our institu- 
tions are such that the Government has 
the power, if it has the courage, to beget 
the support of the people. They may ask 
for supplies, they may call upon the 
country tor support, they may take any 
steps they think right, and unless the 
people are persuaded that the Govern- 
ment ought to be changed the institutions 
are such that the Government will receive 
the confidence of the nation. I must 
say that under all the cireumstances of 
the case—with the majority in Parlia- 
ment which the Government has, and with 
an Opposition which is not powerful, 
though Lam bound to defend it TI think 
the Government had nothing to fear, and 
that the institutions of the country, if 
worked in the ordinary manner, are 
abundant to enable them to take any 
course which they think best. [| deprecate 
in the strongest manner that it should be 
held out that, if the Government of this 
country has determined that the welfare 
of the country requires something to be 
done, there is anything to hinder them 
from obtaining ail the support necessary 
except the withdrawal of the confidence 
of the country. Whocan doubt the truth 
of what | say if he looks round and sees 
the universal enthusiasm, the way in 
which men who altogether disapprove of 
the war are ready—every man practically 

to give support to the Government of the 
day? I amsorry to trouble you with long 
extracts and sorry to attack the man who 
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made these observations —a man for whom 
| have the highest respect, but I could not 
pass over what I helieve to be a destruc- 
tive and dangerous doctrine. There is 
one point I should like to add, though it 
is going back a little on what I have said 
already. It was said that you could not 
avoid the war after negotiations had been 
pushed to a certain point, and then you 
say, on the other hand, that you were not 
prepared. Why was it, if you were not 
prepared, that you were about to deliver 
an ultimatum vourselves ? 


THe Mareurss or SALISBURY: 


How Go you know that ? 

THe Earn or KIMBERLEY: No 
doubt the Transvaal ultimatum made war 
absolutely unavoidable ; but let us see the 
position in which you were about to place 
yourselves. You must have known that 
if your ultimatum were rejected 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY : 
| do not admit that at all. 


THE Karn or KIMBERLEY: Of 
course, if an ultimatum was not going to 
be presented my argument, to a certain 
extent, falls to the ground, but [ am sure 
of this, that more extensive demands 
were intended to be made. It seems to 
me that in the cirewmstances in which 
you were placed it was the height of im- 
prudence to push the matter still further, 
knowing that in all probability the result 
might be that the Boers would anticipate 
you, and your eolony would be overrun. 
[ have spoken of the want of knowledge 
on certain matters, but I cannot help 
mentioning a speech mace by a gentleman, 
avery able gentleman, not in the Cabinet 
and not now connected with the War 
Office-. Mr. Brodrick. He said that at 
all events the heart was right if 
the head was wrong. I have no 
doubt the heart of the Cabinet is in 
the right place, but if the head is in the 
wrong place it concedes much for which 
we have been arguing. Mr. Brodrick 
also said that the Government had been 
deceived. By whom were they deceived ? 
Did their Intelligence Department de- 
ceive them! Did Mr. Conyngham 
Green deceive them ? How was it they 
came to be misled? [I am well 
there is something much more important 
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aware | 


than this, and that is the conduct of the | 


war. Whilst I have felt it my duty to 
make these criticisms, believing as I do 


that there are strong grounds for finding 
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fault with the Government on certain 
matters—for want of knowledge appa- 
rently and want of foresight —I can 
asstire them that, far from wishing to 
take the smallest party advantage, if | 
were capable of it, | desire now nothing 
so much as to support the Government 
to the utmost in carrying on this war, 
ana I desire that their efforts should be 
crowned with the fullest success. 


THE MARQUESS oF SALISBURY : 
My Lords, [ must commence by doing 
what the noble Earl did, and that is by 
thanking my two noble friends behind me 
for the speeches with which they opened 
the debate. They expressed, in eloquent 
language, sentiments which {f am con- 
vinced echo the feelings of the country, 
and much that they have said will be 
read both with pleasure and with advan- 
tage not only in this country, but in 
distant parts of the world. I have next 
to say that the noble Earl impressed me 
with a feeling which he occasionally does 
impress me with--a despair of knowing 
what on earth [ have got to say, because he 
hegan his speech, as he always does begin 
his speeches, with a series of unimpeach- 
able propositions, to which I ean only re 
ply “Amen.” In the early part of his 
speech, expressed with great force and 
vigour, he said many things for which | 
heartily thank him. I will not go further 
into that, because it is an unfortunate 
fact of human nature that controversy is 
always much Jess dull than agreement in 
sentiment. But I will deal with the latter 
part of his speech, in which he went upon 
the question how far we were to blame for 
the condition in which the ultimatum of 


the South African Republic found 
us. | do not think the noble Ear! 
went back quite far enough. | 
think he must accompany me hack 
to the lengthy negotiations of 1&8] 
and 1884, and he must note that 


in the stipulations of the Conventions 
of those years there was not one word to 
limit, to suspect, or to hinder the unre- 
stricted importation of any amount. of 
munitions of war that the South African 
Republic might desire. The port of 
Lorenzo Marques, in the hands of a 
foreign Power, was open to them, the 
railway came immediately upon their 
country, and there was nothing in’ the 
treaty to prevent them using that inlet 
for the utmost armaments they might 
think it desirable to possess. It is per- 
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fectly true that they were not permitted | 
by the treaty of 1881 to make agreements | 
with foreign Powers without our consent, 
and therefore, if matters had stood in that 
position they would not have been in a 
condition to make the agreement which 
they did make with Portugal—that all | 
munitions of war should freely enter into 
the country. But this difficulty has 
struck me. I looked to the records 
and found, to my extreme — surprise, 
that permission to make this pernicious 
engagement. which has been the cause of 
all our sorrows was conceded without a 
word by a Government of which the 
noble Earl was a member. That course 
was a very serious handicap. The noble 
Lord tells us that we ought to have 
known what arms and munitions were 
being introduced. I cannot follow him 
throughout all his debate, for he adopted 
a practice which is a little inconvenient 

namely, that of attacking in this House 
not the Members of it who are present, 
but Members of the other House. The 
noble Earl quoted extracts from speeches 
by Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Balfour, and 
Mr. Brodrick, and he has thought it his 
business to attack those speeches. If | 
had known beforehand that the woble 
Earl was going to do this 1 would 
have had those speeches bound and 
placed on the table before me, but it is 
impossible for me to charge my memory 
with what those gentlemen exactly said, 
and [ will not undertake to defend them. 
[have no doubt they are perfectly com- 
petent to defend themselves. But when 
the noble Earl says that we must have 
known, that it was impossible we should 
not have known—he got into a fervour 
of enthusiasm over the certainty of the 
knowledge that we must have possessed 

about the artillery and munitions of 
war that the Republics were introducing 

-I ask, How on earth were we to know 
it? I believe, as a matter of fact— 
though I do not give this as official —that 
the guns were generally introduced in 
boilers and locomotives, and the munitions 
of war were introduced in pianos. It 
was not our territory, we had no power 
of search, we had no power of knowing 
what munitions of war were sent in, and 
we certainly had no power of supervising 


{LORDS} 
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THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
Not so much as we ought to. It is a 
very remarkable peculiarity of public 
opinion in this country that people 
always desire to eat their cake and have 
it. They rejoice very much in the 
spiritual complacency which is afforded 
them by the reflection that they have a 
very small Secret Service Fund. —_ Infor- 
mation, however, is a mere matter of 
money and nothing else. If you want 
much information, you must give much 
money ; if you give little money, you will 
have little information. | And, consider- 
ing the enormous sums which are spent 
by other Powers, not least by the Trans- 
yaal Republic, which I was told on high 
diplomatic authority has spent £800,000 
in one year in secret service, and com- 
paring these with the ridiculously small 
sums that have for a great number of 


| Years been habitually spent by English 


Governments, it is impossible to have 
the omniscience which the noble Earl 
seems to regard as the necessary attri- 
bute of Her Majesty’s Government. He 
has quoted the speeches of Mr. Cham- 
berlain and Mr. Balfour to show that we 
now know that the Boer Republics were 
accumulating during a long series of 
years the tremendous armaments from 
which we are suffering now. We know 
it now; we have the best reason in the 
world for knowing it. But that we knew 
it te the extent to which it existed in 
June last I, at all events speaking for 
myself, most entirely deny. The im- 
portant thing is not whether we knew it 
or not, but whether we knew it in a 
form of evidence upon which we could go 
to Parliament. I daresay many of us, 
considering the nature of the Boers and 
the past history and character of Mr. 
Kruger, may have thought it was very 
likely that they were making enormous 
preparations, and that war at no distant 
period was possible. But what we had to 
do was to take to the House of Commons 
some proof that our surmises_ were 
real. It was no use our saying we 
suspect this or we suspect that; the 
House of Commons would not have voted 
two or three millions of extra expenditure 
a year for the defence of the frontier of 
Natal if we could have shown them 


their importation into the Republics. »qs) ' nothing more real than empty surmises. 


‘ 
i) 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: Do, 


In my judgment the original fault lay in 
the treaties of 1881 and 1884, by which 


you know nothing of the armaments of ‘this bitterly hostile population was 


other nations ? 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 


installed in the midst of you, with every 
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facility for the introduction of all the ' 


arms they pleased. This was done with- 
out any precautions to prevent it or 
to supervise it, and it created a situation 
of great and continuing danger. No 
doubt President Kruger, who is a shrewd 
man, succeeded in accumulating great 
armaments without, until very recently, 
any suspicion of their enormous size 
having reached those who were concerned. 
But the noble Lord seems to think that 
that is an elementary matter which we 
were bound to know. You cannot see 
through a deal board. We had no means of 
knowing the extent of the preparations, 
although everybody knew they existed to 
a certain extent. Then the noble Lord 
will say—You are arguing, therefore, 
that the reverses and difficulties under 
which we are at present suffering were 
inevitable. [am not at all prepared to 
say they were inevitable. That is a 
matter on which we shall decide later, 
when we have hadan opportunity of hearing 
all the circumstances of the case. I am 
not at all prepared to say that it was not 
within the region of possibility and human 
strategy to have deferred the more acute 
phases of the conflict until the necessary 
reinforcements had been sent out. I do 
not say it was so, and I do not say it was 
not so. [will not give any opinion on 
the subject until we have been enabled to 
make inquiry. But I heartily concur in 
the view of the noble Lord that it is not 
for us now to express any criticism on 
the military operations, because we can- 
not hear the opinion of those who are 
justly entitled to be heard on _ the 
point. I entirely deny that the authors 
of the most lamentable treaties of 1881 
and 1884 have a right to reproach us 
hecause President Kruger was enabled to 
introduce an enormous amount of arma- 
ment without our knowledge—or without 
our knowledge until the matter had 
assumed a very serious character. My 
Lords, I confess this seems to me to be 


to a certain extent an unprofitable dis-' 


cussion, because it is almost impossible 


to take any step in the argument without | 


seeming to call in question the actions of 
some man or set of men who ought not 
to be judged until they have been heard, 
und until a full examination has been 
made into their case. Therefore, I have 
very unwillingly entered into this point. 
I only wish to repeat that I cast the 
responsibility for the introduction of 
these vast armaments on the persons 
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who signed the treaties of 1881 and 
1884. For the rest, my Lords, I am glad 
that the noble Earl did not propose, as 
I understood it was likely he would, an 
immediate inquiry into the action of 
either the military authorities at home or: 
the generals in the field. Such an 
inquiry would be in no sense complete. 
We do not deprecate it, we do not shrink 
from it, but we should gravely disap- 
prove of an inquiry held before those 
who could give us most valuable informa- 
tion were in a position to appear before 
us. Therefore, I think that, though an 
inquiry would be quite wise, it would be 
better deferred to a more propitious 
period. I cannot entirely coincide with 
the constitutional fervour which the 
noble Earl displayed in the latter part of 
his speech. I do not believe in the per- 
fection of the British Constitution as an 
instrument of war. As an instrument of 
peace it has not yet met its match, but 
for purposes of war there is more to be 
said. If you look back over the present 
century you will see there have been four 
occasions on which the British Govern- 
ment has engaged in war. On each 
occasion the opening of these wars. 
was not prosperous, and on each 
occasion the Government of the day and 
the officers in command were assailed with 
the utmost virulence of popular abuse. 
These were the Walcheren expedition, 
the Peninsular War, the Crimean War, 
and now the South African War. In all 
those cases at first-——in the case of Wal- 
cheren not only at first--there were 
lamentable losses. In all those cases there 
was the fiercest denunciation of the 


‘Government of the day and of the 


generals who had charge of the operations. 
Did I hear the noble Karl deny that ? 


THE EarL or KIMBERLEY: No, I 
said there was a great deal of truth in it. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
I do not know whether the noble Earl 
has read the life of the Duke of Welling- 
ton, recently published, written by Sir 
Herbert Maxwell—a most admirable book. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: Yes. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
Then the noble Earl will have noticed 
that even so dignified, sedate, sober, and 
far-seeing a body as the Common Council 


of the City of London denounced the 











ol Address in Answer to 


rashness and inexperience of the Duke of 
Wellington, and exhorted the Government 
to recall him. In the case of Walcheren 
the miscarriage was too great to allow for 
any mistake that was made, and nobody in- 
terferedon behalf of Lord Chatham and Sir 
Richard Strachan. In the Crimean war, 
as the noble ear! will himself remember, 
a fierce attack was made on the unfor- 
tunate Duke of Newcastle, who was a very 
able and conscientious man, and not in 
the least degree guilty of the things laid 
to his charge, but the fury of popular 
indignation was so great that he made 
way before it. I think he made a great 
mistake in doing so, because before a 
couple of years had passed away a com- 
plete reaction set in. But the moral ] 
wish to draw from this uniformity of 
experience js that it is not the extra- 
ordinary folly or feebleness of particular 
Ministers or generals with which vou 
have to deal, which is the sole cause of 
your reverses. ‘There must be something 
else. We cannot have been so unlucky 
as to have fought four times and to have 
lighted upon the most incompetent and 
worthless Ministers that the world has 
ever produced. It is evident there is some- 
thing in your machinery that is wrong, 
and that leads me to accept with a very 
doubting mind the glowing eulogism which 
the noble Earl passed upon the fighting 
qualities of the British Constitution. | 
am inclined to doubt these qualities, and 
I will recommend to the meditation of 
the noble Lord these considerations. The 
art of war has been studied on the con- 
tinent of Europe with a thoroughness 
and self-devotion that no other science 
has commanded, and at the end we find 
ourselves surrounded by tive great muli- 
tary Powers, and vet ou matters of vital 
importance we pursue a_ policy wholly 
ditferent from those military Powers. 
Do not understand for a moment that I 
am guilty of such profanity as to blame 
the British Constitution. [ am not. | 
am pointing out that in this matter we 
enjoy splendid isolation. Of course, first 
and foremost stands conscription, and no 
one imagines, even among the youngest 
of us, that he will ever live to 
see conscription adopted in this country. 
Then comes the employment as ex- 
perts of persons sitting in’ Parliament 
exercising power over the military ad- 
ministration, who are named by the 
Government, but who have not to obtain 
the approval of the electors and the con- 


The Jurquess of Nalishury. 
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stituencies. It is an important and very 
difticult question. Then there is the big 
question of promotion by seniority, a 
delicate subject ; but I doubt if you will 
find that promotion by seniority prevails 
in any of the great armies of Europe to 
the extent it prevails here. Then there 
is that matter of secret service to which 
I have already referred. There is no 
other country which is content to pro- 
tect itself with so slight a supply of funds 
as our own; and last of all I feel I am 
laying my hand on the sacred feature 
of the Constitution when I say there is 
the Treasury. At the present time | 
feel assured that the powers of the 
Treasury have been admininistered with 
the greatest judgment, and the greatest 
consideration, and do not imagine 
for «a moment that I support the 
idiotic attacks which have been made on 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
He is a Minister who has filled the office 
with the greatest consideration to the 
powers of the Treasury; but [ say that 
the exercise of its powers in governing 
every department of the Government is 
not for the public benefit. The Treasury 
has obtained a position in regard to the 
rest of the departments of the Govern 
ment that the House of Commons ob- 
tained in the time of the Stuart dynasty. 
It has the power of the purse, and by 
exercising the power of the purse it 
claims a voice in all decisions of adminis- 
trative authority and policy. 1 think 
that much delay and many doubtful 
resolutions have been the result of the 
peculiar position which, through many 
generations, the Treasury has occupied. 
Do not imagine for a moment that | say 
it is in any way due to those with whom 
I have had the honour of sitting in the 
Cabinet. © Now I notice these things 
because I was stimulated to it by the 


enthusiasm-——what I call the 1688 enthu- 
siasm—-which has animated the mind 
of the noble Lord. [| do not think 


Constitution — as 
at present worked is a good fight- 
ing machine. | have stated — that 
it is unequalled for producing happiness, 
prosperity, and liberty in time of peace ; 
but now, in time of war, when great 
Powers with enormous forces are looking 
at us with no gentle or kindly eye on 
every side, it becomes us to think 
whether we must not in some degree 
modify our arrangements in order to 
enable ourselves to meet the dangers that 


that the British 
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at any moment may arise. I have only 


been induced to make these remarks by | 
what has fallen from the noble Earl, but I | 
confess—and it is a humiliating confession | 
—that both he and I have been wasting | 
a good deal of time of the House this | 


evening. I do not think that this looking 
back on past history, this examination of 
the particular blame that may attach to 
this or that Minister, or the particular 
force that we may lend to the speech of 
any Minister—I do not think that these 
quite come up to the dignity of the 
present crisis. We have something more 
to do than to examine into the past 
action of Ministers or the present reputa- 
tion they bear. If you are able to 
come forward and say, “We have a 
better set of Ministers to propose to the 
Crown,” and if you can persuade the 
House of Commons to that opinion, of 
course, you are doing your duty ; but if 
you are not able todo this, I do not think 
there is much use in discussing it in such 
a crisis as this. We must all join 
together to exercise all the powers we 
can give in order to extricate ourselves 
from a situation that is full of humilia- 
tion, and not free from danger. I do not 
say that the danger may not be easily 
exaggerated, Many a country has begun 
a great war with difficulties of the kind. 
We have only to look at what the 
Northern States of America went through 
at the beginning of the Civil War, to see 
how easy it would be to draw a mistaken 
inference from the reverses with which 
we have been met at the opening of this 
war. Wehave every ground to think that 
if we set ourselves heartily to work, and 
exert all the undoubted instruments of 
power we possess, we shall bring this war to 
a satisfactory conclusion. I think we must 
defer the pleasing task of quarrelling 
umong ourselves until that result has been 
obtained. We have a work that now 
appeals to us as subjects of the Queen 

as Englishmen ; and it must throw into 
shadow the ancient claim, the well- 

known and acknowledged claim, which 

party expediency has upon the action of 

all our statesmen. The noble lord has 

spoken of what men have said in the 

other House. I confess I saw with some 

regret that a noble lord of great position 

is about to bring this great issue into a 

party conflict. It ismuch to be regretted. 

The only place where he will create’ 
sympathy, where he will arouse en- 

thusiasm, is at Pretoria. Our object | 
[FourTH SERIES] | 
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retrieve ourselves as 
rapidly as possible from the situa- 
tion into which we have got. We are 
in this position. It is worse than many 
we have gone through before, for we are 
repelling men who have invaded our 
territory, and the reverses we have 
suffered are in consequence of our inability 
to drive them back. That is a position 
which cannot last. Remember that this 
Empire which we sustain is a valuable, 
splendid, but also a very responsible 
possession to support. If anything 
happens to tear asunder the great conti- 
nental countries, by the mere force of their 
geographical juxtaposition, they must 
come together again, and the evil will he 
repaired. There is not in our Empire 
any coercing or retaining force which will 
answer the same end ; and unless we can 
sink all lesser issues, unless we take all 
smaller passions into the one great duty 
of sustaining our country in this crisis, 
we shall run the danger of convulsions 
which will certainly tarnish its lustre, and 
perhaps menace its integrity. 


must be to 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I can say, with the utmost truth, 
what many say by way of rhetorical 
figure, that when I entered this House I 
had no more idea of addressing your 
Lordships than the clock [ see in the 
gallery. But I confess that the speech 
which we have just heard moves me 
against myself to make one or two 
remarks which are pertinent ¢o the 
extreme gravity of the situation in which 
we stand. May I, in the first place, say 
what has not been said before-—how truly 
and deeply I am sure I voice the sym- 
pathy of this House for once with the 
noble Marquess in the terrible bereave- 
ment which has robbed him since we last 
met of the noble and gifted lady who 
shared the triumphs of his career. But 
when I pass from that reflection to the 
speech we have just heard, I ask myself, 
Why is it that the Prime Minister of this 
country makes it so hard for “the man 
in the street ”—to which august category I 
belong with others—to support his 
Government? He said just now that 
the speech of the noble Earl behind me 
was unworthy of the dignity of the 
occasion. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 


I am afraid that the noble Lord has mis- 
understood me if he understood me to 


B 
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say that the manner of the noble Earl was 
in any way unworthy. I meant to say 
that both of us in examining the past 
conduct of the Government had _ been 
dealing with a matter which was not the 
most pressing at the present moment. 


THE Ear or ROSEBERY: The past 
conduct of the Government is a matter 
which some day will come up for investi- 
gation and for inquisition, and they will 
have to meet an indictment not without 
force or without gravity. But I hope in 
my heart and conscience that the investi- 
gation may not take place till such a time 
as the Government and all those who are 
serving the Queen at this moment may be 
covered with such a blaze of triumph and 
of glory that the eye of investigation may 
be somewhat dazzled and dimmed. 
When I think of where we stand I am 
appalled by the nature and the style, the 
manner and the matter, of the speech of 
the Prime Minister of Great Britain 
addressing this ancient and_ hereditary 
House. How do we stand at this 
moment? We have 120,000 men in 
South Africa, and we at this moment 
have not been able to advance into the 
enemy's territory at all. Indeed, we have 
difficulty in holding our own. The 
attitude of foreign nations is described by 
the usual language of courtesy as friendly, 
but that language is considerably miti- 
gated by the observation of the noble 
Marquess himself. It does not strike me 
as being as amicable as the word used 
would imply, and as it is stated to be in 
the Speech from the Throne. Here I 
must differ for one moment from the 
noble Earl behind me. He thinks it a 
mistake that our newspapers should 
reproduce so accurately the language of 
the foreign press when it is hostile to 
ourselves. He said—I think he made a 
slip there—that we reproduce all the 
hostile language of the foreign press which 
is addressed to ourselves. Our press can 
undertake no such gigantic task as that of 
reproducing all the hostile language of 
the foreign press. It is not a fiftieth ora 
hundredth part of that hostile language 
which we are ‘privileged to read in our 
own papers. But I welcome the enter- 
prise of our journalists in reproducing 
some of it, because otherwise we should 
be living in a fool’s paradise—an insular 
paradise—believing that the natious who 
have long been envious of our prosperity 
and have recently been alienated by the 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 


{LORDS} 
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‘language of our diplomacy are by no 
means unfriendly to us. We stand ina 
parlous position. We have had explana- 
tions as to what is the present position in 
the view of the Government ; and I con- 
fess I think that my noble friend was fully 
justified in touching on those explana- 
tions, which are the only authoritative 
ones that we have had. The noble 
Marquess brushed them contemptuously 
aside. He said, as he has often said on 
similar oceasions, that it is not fair in 
this House tocriticise speeches delivered by 
those who do not belong to this House. 
That is a hard saying; and he did not 
soften it, I may mention, by adding, as 


' his own view of the British Constitution 


—on which he dilated at great length and 
with startling novelty and originality 

that it was wrong to criticise a Goyern- 
ment if you were not able to turn it out. 
That is a contention which would reduce 
the sacred but limited band behind me to 
silence and exile for the rest of their lives. 
But if my noble friend was not to criticise 
the speeches of Mr. Balfour and Mr. 
Chamberlain, or of any one who is not 
privileged by creation or succession to a 
seat in this House, whom was he to 
criticise? 1 scan the opposite bench, and 
I cannot see any one, except my noble 
friend who is President of the Council 
and who is also the President of the 
Defence Committee, which has been such 
a bulwark for our country—excepting 
the noble Duke, who made a_ speech 
at the Imperial Institute on education, 
a speech which would not therefore 
have been pertinent to any part of the 
argument of my noble friend, I cannot 
see any Minister who has broken silence 
since the month of November. We stand, 
therefore, in a strange position. The 
noble Marquess brushes aside all criticism 
of the only Ministerial utterances which 
we have had to clear up the position. He 
says that if he had had the slightest idea 
that those speeches would have been 
called in question in this House he would 
have had them bound and placed on the 
Table before him forcomment. Did ever 
any one hear such a defence of two of the 
most important members of the Cabinet 
delivered by the Prime Minister at such 
a crisis of his country’s history ? There 
is, at any rate, one question which we are 
anxious to have answer to. That ques- 
tion was pressed home and was not met. 


We have a right to know, and though we 
if the: 


cannot enforce it by any vote 
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men in the street of whom we hear so | Lordships by speaking of the workin of 
much had seats in this House it would be the British Constitution. I ask you 
carried by an overwhelming majority to analyse the speech of the noble 
we have aright to know from the noble Marquess which is still ringing in 
Marquess, or whoever may succeed him your ears. It is the speech of a 
in the debate, whether there was adequate Minister explaining a disastrous posi- 
information given to the Government | tion to Parliament; and he practically 
before the crisisin the Transvaal appeared ; | has only given two explanations of that 
or whether even there was sufficient infor-| situation. They are, first, that the 
mation to guide them in their diplomacy Government have yot enough secret ser- 
and negotiations. That is the point which vice money to obtain information ; and, 
the nation will insist upon knowing, secondly, the mysterious working of the 
whether in this House or the other. If British Constitution. I suppose there are 
you had not sufficient information, dis- foreign representatives in the gallery 
miss your Intelligence Department, dis- listening to this debate ; and I suppose 
miss Mr. Conyngham Greene and your | that the speech of the Prime Minister 
Consular Agents wherever they exist and | will be flashed all over Europe to-night 
had touch with this matter, at Lorenzo | to tell Europe what the Prime Minister 
Marques and elsewhere. If you did has to say in this crisis. And Europe, 
know of it you have a heavy responsi-! which is watching with a keen and not a 
bility to bear. The noble Marquess says, | benevolent interest the proceedings of 
“ How can we see through a deal board?” | our armies in South Africa, will learn 
I suppose he meant by that to allude | that the causes of our disasters are—one 
to pianoforte cases in which, with | avoidable, and the other inevitable. The 
more knowledge than he gave himself | avoidable cause is the inadequate amount 
credit for, he unofficially states that the | of the secret service vote, and the in- 
ammunition was taken into Pretoria. ‘evitable one is the secular working of the 
British Constitution. I pass from that 

THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I question to ask another which is of much 
am only told so. more interest for me. We do not care to 
know at this moment how it is that the war 

THe Earn or ROSEBERY : The noble | began and found us unprepared and has 
Marquess only states it unofficially. He left us in a position almost of humiliation 
says that he cannot see through a deal ever since. But what we have a right to 
plank, and that therefore he has no} know now is——What do the Government 
means of knowing what was smuggled | intend todo? There is a paragraph in 
into Pretoria. 1 should be glad of any | the Queen’s Speech, a paragraph which | 
official statement to balance the unofficial rejoice to see, of a somewhat didactic 
statement of the noble Marquess. Then character in its first sentence, but not 
he proceeded with a statement which without interest in its second 
struck me as more startling still. He “Ty 

. omc. . . : : 1e experienc eof a great war inust neces- 
said, “Give us more secret service sarily afford lessons of the greatest importance 
money and we will receive and, in to the military administrations of the country. 
our turn, give you more information.” You will not, ‘Lam convinced, shrink from any 
My Lords, the Government is in posses- outlay that may be required to place our 
i ie sad 1 «| defensive preparations on a level with the 
sion of a very commanding majority in responsibilities which the possession of so 
this House—I reckon it at 95 per cent. — | great an Empire has laid upon us. 
it may be more or it may be less. They | 
have in the House of Commons a majority | The noble Marquess made no reference to 
which it is impossible to compute, but | that paragraph, except to say that he 
which I should say would roughly be does not think we shall see compulsory 
represented by three-quarters of the service in the life of the youngest Peer 
House, or, if that is an exaggerated esti- present. I do not affirm or question that 
mate, by two-thirds of the House. If) proposition. But I do not see that it is 
they have the responsibility of Govern- as immeasurably remote as the noble 
ment they are bound to ask for such funds, Marquess considers that some form of 
whether for secret service or any other, compulsory service should have to be in- 
as they may think necessary for the troduced to meet the growing exigencies 
safety of the Empire. They cannot of the Empire ; and I am quite sure that 
devolve that responsibility. upon your neither from that nor from any other 
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sacritice will the nation recoil to preserve 
the predominance of this Empire. We 


have sent from our island a_ vast 
mass of the troops which usually 
garriscn it. Situated as we. are, 
as has been more than once said, 


in the centre of a universe which is by 
no means friendly to us, that we should 
not have a hint from the First Minister of 
the Crown as to what military measures 
they propose to take in the face of the 
disasters with which we have met, and as 
to the sacrifices which we must inevitably 
be called upon to make to redress them— 
that is one of the most extraordinary 
features of the working of the British 
Constitution on which the noble Marquess 
has laid such stress. I agree with him in 
saying that the country will carry this 
thing through. It will carry it through, 
in spite of all the impediments, both of men 
and of methods, which have shackled it 
in the past. But I venture to say that it 
will have to be inspired by a loftier tone 
and by a truer patriotism than we have 
heard from the Prime Minister to-night. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (the Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, the noble Earl has asked Her 
Majesty’s Government a question which, 
no doubt, he had an excellent right to 
ask. He asked us what were our inten- 
tions as to the military measures which 
the critical circumstances of the present 
moment seemed to him to require. If I 
do not give the noble Earl a detailed 
answer to that question it is not because 
I dispute his right to ask it, but because 
I confess that the Debate on the Address 
scarcely seems to us the proper oppor- 
tunity for unfolding to Parliament a full 
statement upon a very technical matter. 
The noble Ear! will believe me when I say 
that I give this answer not with any idea of 
putting him off, but merely because I do 
not regard the present as the proper 
moment for answering the question. I 
can state to him to-night that I shall 
be ready on a very early date to ex- 
plain fully to your Lordships what military 
measures Her Majesty’s Government 
have in contemplation. Both the noble 
Earls who have spoken opposite have re- 
proached Her Majesty’s Government, 
first, with their ignorance as to the Boer 
preparations, and, next, with their un- 
preparedness for war when it broke out. 
The noble Earl the leader of the Opposi- 
tion in this House quoted from a speech 


The Earl of Losebery. 


{LORDS} 


| various sources 
i afraid, from amongst the disloyal Dutch 
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of Mr. Balfour's a passage in which Mr. 
Balfour seemed to admit that we were 
open to the reproach of unpreparedness 
for war. But I think the statement of 
Mr. Balfour was that we were unpre- 
pared for war on the spot, and that is, 
after all, a very different thing. That 
we were not altogether unprepared for 
war is surely obvious when we consider 
the statement of the noble Earl below the 
gangway (the Earl of Rosebery) that we 
have been able within a few weeks to 
send 120,000 troops 6,000 miles across 
the sea, and land them in a full state of 
efficiency and equipment. That, surely 
was no proof of unpreparedness at home. 
Then the noble Earl complained that we 
were without information as to the 
military preparations of the South 
African Republic. I think that he has 
done us an_ injustice. There are, 
no doubt, many cxses in which munitions 
of war have passed through Lorenzo 
Marques under the various disguises in- 
dicated by the Prime Minister, but I am 
able to tell the House that the Intelli- 
gence branch has been able from time to 
time to supply us with information which 
I believe to be extremely correct as to 
the extent and the nature of the 
3oer preparations. The estimate made 
by the Intelligence branch of the 
number of armed men to be found 
in the two South African Republics is, I 
believe, a correct estimate, and one which 
our experience of these military operations 
has not in any way falsified. I think it 
extremely likely that the Intelligence 
branch may have wrongly conjectured 
the exact number of men whom we were 
likely to find at any particular point op- 
posing us in the field. It is clearly a 
matter for conjecture whether the two 
Republics were likely or not to detach a 
part, and if so what part of their fighting 
force, either for the purpose of garrison- 
ing their cities or for the purpose of 
watching the native tribes at different 
portions of their borders. It is also fair 
to the Intelligence Department to add 
that they had no means of forming a very 


| precise estimate of the additions which 


have received from 
to some extent, I am 


the Boer forces 


of our own colonies, and also to some 
extent by the gradual accretion of small 
bodies of mercenaries of different nations, 
who, like the munitions of war, found 
their way more or less surreptitiously 
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through Portuguese territory into the 
Transvaal; but with these two reserva- 
tions, I am able to say that in my belief 
the estimate given to us by the Intelli- 
gence branch was, on the whole, a trust- 
worthy estimate. When I come to the 
question of guns, I believe in the same 
way that they were able before the war 
began, or became inevitable, to tell us, at 
any rate with approximate accuracy, what 
was the nature of the armaments in the 
hands of the two Republics. What I 
think we did possibly underrate—and | 
do not care how frankly [ confess it~ -was 
not the numbers or the armaments of the 
Boers, but their value as fighting men. 
They have shown an amount of resource, 
an amount of mobility and of tenacity for 
which I think most of us were not pre- 
pared ; and [ think it is in that sense that 
my noble and gallant colleague, the 
Commander-in-Chief, in a speech he 
delivered in the autumn, very frankly 
admitted that the Boers had shown 
themselves more powerful and more 
numerous than we had been led to expect. 
With regard to our unpreparedness for 
war, the noble Earl told us that if we 
were not sufficiently informed as to the 
preparations of the Boers we undertook a 
great responsibility in making war upon 
them. My Lords, I believe that every 
member of Her Majesty’s Government in 
the summer of last year realised perfectly 
well that war in the end might prove in- 
evitable ; but we did not believe that it 
was inevitable, and so long as by any 
action consistent with our self-respect we 
could avoid that war we were anxious to 
avoid it, knowing as we did that it would 
prove a very serious and a very costly 
war—costly not only in treasure, but 
costly, [ mean, in the loss of precious 
lives which cannot be replaced. We were 
determined, my Lords, that we would 
take no steps which might have the effect 
of precipitating a collision with the South 
African Republic. We believed that it 
was perfectly possible to draw an intelli- 
gible line between those military measures 
which were necessary for the purpose of 
securing our colonies in South Africa and 
those other measures which might be 
necessary should an invasion of the two 
Republics be determined upon. My 
Lords, while negotiations were still in 
progress we determined to restrict our- 
selves to those purely protective measures 
which seemed to us sufficient for the 
and which, in our belief, 


purpose 
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were not calculated to provoke a 
rupiure of the negotiations which were 
proceeding. I believe that at that time 
the country was with us in this policy. 
Throughout the summer of last year the 
negotiations were proceeding, and pro- 
ceeding, on the whole, hopefully. We 
received from the South African Republic 
one proposal after another, each of them 
apparently more hopeful and more 
encouraging as to a satisfactory issue, 
and I think we are not to blame if, 
while those negotiations were going on, 
we shrank from such measures as, for 
example, the calling out of the Reserves 
or the sending of a large expeditionary 
force which could only be intended for 
aggressive purposes. It may be argued 
that that policy was too hazardous for 
us; but I think we are not open to that 
charge unless it can be shown that there 
was reason for believing that the pre- 
cautions which were taken were inade- 
quate to protect the colonies during the 
time which must necessarily clapse 
before we were able to send out a field 
force and to assume the — offensive. 
We were advised that it was possible 
for us by sending out reinforcements of 
moderate size to make the two colonies 


perfectly sate. We took the best 
military advice obtainable as to the 
number of the reinforcements which 


it was necessary to send out for 
that purpose. We sent out those rein- 
forcements, and they arrived in South 
Africa before British territory was in- 
vaded by the Boer forces. There is 
another aspect of the matter which de- 
serves your Lordships’ attention. That is 
this. Supposing we had, as the uoble 
Earl opposite suggests, as I understand 
supposing we had during the summer, 
and when negotiations were still pending, 
made overt preparations for occupying 
the colonies on a large scale—— 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY :.I never 
contended that. 


*Tur MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: I 
think such a demand has been made. 


KIMBERLEY: Not 
I never con- 


THE EARL OF 
during the negotiations. 
tended that. 


*THe MaArqurss oF LANSDOWNE: I 
am sorry if I have misunderstood the 
noble Earl. According to my lights, if 








43 Parliamentary 
a certain demand had been made, 
accompanied by the preparation of a 
large and dominating force, that would 
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reasons for not pushing our preparations 
at first further than we actually did. It 
remains for me only to repeat what has 


only have had the effect of precipitating | been said already by more than one noble 


the negotiations, and at the same time, on | 
the presumption that the Boers were pre- | 


paring for hostilities, of inducing them to _ people of this country 


make an attack upon us, 
THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: Not 
during the negotiations. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: I 
am sorry there is a misunderstanding. 
That 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: 


was not my point. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
At any rate the noble Earl will not dis- 
pute that, if at the moment we had 
chosen to make large overt preparations 
in this country for war, clearly indicating 
to the world that we were about to coerce 
the South African Republic, at that 
moment it would have been possible for 
them to strike at us before we could 
possibly strike at them. 
KIMBERLEY: | 


THE EARL or did 


not mean that. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE 
We had this matter thoroughly considered 
by our military advisers, and we were 
told that it would take us at least thirteen 
weeks to land and concentrate and prepare 
a field force consisting of an army corps 
and a cavalry division in South Africa. 
During those thirteen weeks it is perfectly 
clear that it would have been in the power 
of the South African Republic to have 
taken the initiative. We knew that 
nothing we could do would deprive them 
of that advantage, and we considered that 
it would be better to limit ourselves to 
those purely defensive measures to which 
we actually limited ourselves, and which 
were thought sufficient for securing the 
two colonies against attack. I have only 
to add that if your Lordships 
should desire these matters to be 
more thoroughly 


investigated, I shall be | 


ready to follow the noble Lords opposite | 


into any details as to which they may 
require information. For the present | 
hope I have said enough to show your 


Lordships, in the first place, that we were | 


not, as has been alleged, unprepared, and, 
in the next place, that we had excellent 
The Marquess of Lansdowne, 


| 


Lord, and to express my deep acknow- 
‘ledgments, in the first place, to the 
for the manner 
in which they have supported us in all 
our military preparations, and in the next 
place to the citizens of our great colonies 
for the extraordinary loyalty which they 
have shown, and the extreme generosity 
with which they have placed the whole of 
their resources at our disposal: and, 
finally, I must say one word to those 
numerous members of the civil population 
who have by contributions of all kinds, 
and particularly in the matter of hospitals, 
done so much to diminish the sufferings 
of our troops and secure the success of 
our military operations. 


THE EARL oF ROSEBERY: Could 
the noble Marquess tell us the day on 
which he proposes to make his state- 
ment ! 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I am not in a position to name a date 
now, but I can assure the noble Earl that 
it will be a very early date. 


On question, “ That an humble Address 
be presented to Her Majesty in reply to 
her gracious speec th,” agreed to, nemine 
Fe and same ordered to be pre- 
sented to Her Majesty by the Lords with 
White Staves. 


COMMITTEES. 


EARL OF 
dissentiente, 


The 


nemine 


Moniey-—Appointed, 
to take die Chair in 


all Committees of this House for this 
session. 
Committee for Privileges —Appointed. 


Committee for the Journals —- Ap- 
pointed. 
Stoppages in the Streets —Order to 


prevent, renewed. 
Appeal Committee—Appointed. 
PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 


‘the House that the following papers 
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having been commanded to be presented _ 


to this House by Her Majesty had been 
50 presented on the following dates by 
delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 
pursuant to order of the House of the 
17th February, 1896, viz.— 


PUBLIC RECORDS (LRELAND). 


Appendix to the Thirtieth Report of | 


the Deputy Keeper of the Records 
in Ireland. (October 30.) 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return for the quarter ended 30th Sep- 
tember, 1899. (November 1.) 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Judicial Rents: Return for March, 1899. 
(November 3) ; 
Judicial Rents: 


May, 1899. (November 14) ; 


Proceedings : Return for September, 1899. | 


(November 15) ; 
Proceedings : Return for October, 1899. 
(December 29). 


METEORGLOGICAL COUNCIL. 
Report for the year ending 31st March, 
1899, to the President and Council of the 
Royal Society. (November 9). 


TREATY SERIES. 

No. 18. (1899). Convention for the ex- 
change of Money Orders between 
the United States of America and 
the Colony of British Honduras ; 
signed at Washington, 20th February, 
1899. (November 10) ; 

No. 19. (1899). Exchange of notes between 
the United Kingdom and the United 
States of America providing for the 
establishment of a Provisional 


Return for April and | 


{30 JANUARY 


3oundary between the Dominion of , 
Canada and the Territory of Alaska | 


in the region about the head of Lynn 
Canal, 20th October, 1899. (Novem- 
ber 14) ; 

20. (1899). 


No. Additional Articles to 


the Convention of 11th July, 1896, | 


between Great Britain and _ Italy 
respecting the exchange of parcels 
by parcel post; signed at Rome, 
28th October, 1899. (December 19). 
No. 1. (1900). Exchange of notes between 
the United Kingdom and France 
respecting the waiver of consular 
fees on the issue of Certificates of 


Origin, (January 3). 
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2. (1900). Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and France for the 
exchange of press telegrams by night 
at reduced rates: signed at Paris, 
Sth November, 1899 [Ratifications 
exchanged at Paris, 16th December, 
1899]. (January 11). 

. 3. (1900). Declaration between the 
United Kingdom and France, pro- 
longing for one year the Declaration 
of 11th December, 1888, regulating 
telegraphic communication between 
the two countries ; signed at London, 
20th March, 1899.  [Ratifications 
exchanged at Paris, 30th December, 
1899]. (January 19). 


No. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL) REPORTS :— 


| No. 277. Bahamas,1898. (November 
| 10). 
| No. 278. British Honduras, 1898. 


(November 10). 


No. 279. Mauritius and Rodrigues, 
1898. (November 10). 

No. 280. Grenada, 1898. (Decem- 
ber 4). 

No. 281. St. Vineent, 1898. (Decem- 
her 4). 

No. 282. Hong Kong, 1898. (Decem- 
ber 5). 

No. 283. Jamaica, 1898-99. (Decem- 


ber 14). 
No. 284. Lagos, 1899. (December 22). 
No. 285. Seychelles, 1898. (January 
19). 
No. 286. Christmas and Cocos-Keeling 
Islands, 1899. (January 19). 
No. 287. Straits Settlements, 
(January 24). 


1898. 


CROFTER COLONISATION. 
Tenth Report of Her Majesty's Com- 
missioners appointed to carry out a 
scheme of colonisation in the Dominion 
of Canada, of crofters and cottars from 
the Western Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland ; with appendices. (November 
13). 
TRADE REPORTS :— 
Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance :— 
No. 2363. Portugal (Angola), 1898. 
(November 18). 
No. 2364. France (French Guinea), 
1898. (November 24). 
No. 2365. Russia (Agriculture in 
Transcaucasia), 1898. (November 
24), 
No. 2366. Russia (Odessa and Dis- 
trict), 1898. (November 28). 
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Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance : 
No. 2367. Central Italy, 1898. 
(November 28). 
No. 2368. Persia (Khorassan, 1898 
and 1899). (December 9). 
No. 2369. China (Newchwang) 1898. 
(December 22). 
No. 2370. Greece (Finances), 1898. 
(December 29). 
No. 2371. Denmark (Supplemen- 
tary), 1898. (January 13). 
No. 2372. France (Senegal and De- 
pendencies), 1898. (January 19). 
No, 2373. Germany (German East 
African Coast Towns, 1899). 
(January 20). 
No. 2374. Denmark (Finances, 1896- 
97 to 1900-1). (January 25). 
Series: Reports on 
Commercial 


Miscellaneous 
Subjects of General and 


Interest : 
No. 517. Mexico (Federal  Dis- 
trict). (November 18). 


No. 518. Germany (Law of 1900 on 
Sickness and Old Age Insurance). 
(December 29). 

No. 519. Belgium (Flax Industry 
of Courtrai). (January 5). 

No. 520. France (Colonies). (January 
12). 


GERMANY, No. 1. (1899.) 
Despatch to Her Majesty’s Charge 
d’Affaires at Berlin, enclosing Copies of 
the Convention and Declaration between 
Great Britain and Germany, of 14th 
November, 1899, for the Settlement of 


the Samoan and other Questions. (Novem- | 


ber 18.) 


MINES (EXPLOSION AT. LLEST 
COLLIERY). 

Reports to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by Mr. Chester 
Jones, Barrister-at-Law, and Mr. J. T. 
Robson, Her Majesty’s Inspector — of 
Mines, on the circumstances attending 
an explosion which occurred at the Llest 


Colliery, Pontyrhyl, on the 18th August, ; 


1899. (Nevember 22. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


Correspondence relating to the Des- 
patch of Colonial Military Contingents 
(November 27.) 


to South Africa. 
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RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, 
1888. 

Returns made to the Board of Trade 
in pursuance of Section 39, Sub-section 2 
of the Act, in respect of the Canals and 
Navigations in the United Kingdom for 
the year 1898. (November 29.) 


PETERHEAD HARBOUR. 
Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour 
Works (in continuation of [C€.-9113.}) 
(December 4.) 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT UPTON 
TOWANS FACTORY, GWITHIAN). 
Report to the Secretary of State for 

the Home Department by Captain J. H. 

Thomson, Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector 

of Explosives, on the circumstances at- 

tending an explosion of blasting gelatine 
which occurred in a mixing house of the 

Factory of the National Explosives Com- 

pany, Limited, at Upton ‘Towans, 

Gwithian, near Hayle, Cornwall, on 19th 

October, 1899. (December 5.) 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES)... 

Return by Railway Companies of the 

United Kingdom for the six months 

ending 30th June, 1899. (December 21.) 

POST OFFICE (PARCEL POST WITH 
EGYPT). 

Agreement concerning the exchange of 
postal parcels concluded between the 
Post Office of the United Kingdom of 
Great britain and [reland and the Postal 
Administration of Egypt. (December 
29.) 


METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Final Report of Her Majesty’s Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire into the 
subject of the water supply within the 
limits of the Metropolitan Water Com- 
panies; with index to the First and 
Final Reports of the Commissioners. 
(January 6). 


INDIA (TRADE). 

Statement of the trade of British India 
with British Possessions and Foreign 
Countries for the five years 1894-95 to 
1898-99, (January 9.) 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP, 
Annual Report of the Chief Inspector 
of Factories and Workshops for the year 
Part [.—Reports. (January 11.) 
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JUDICIAL STATISTICS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1869. 

Report on the Judicial Statistics of | 

Scotland for the year 1898. (January 11. | 


ACCIDENTS TO RAILWAY SERV "ANTS | 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Report of the Royal Commission | 
apponted to inquire into the causes of | 
the accidents, fatal and non-fata', to | 
servants of railway companies and of truck 
owners. Part I.—-Report. (January 24.) | 


i 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
NATAL. 


Correspondence rel: ating to the defence 


of Natal. 


CANADA —AUSTRALIA. 

Further correspondence relating to the 
proposed construction of a cable across 
the Pacific Ocean (in continuation of 
[C.-9283], May, 1899). 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Further correspondence relating — to 
Affairs in South Africa (in continuation 
of [C. 9,530], October, 1899. 

WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 

Account of the sums received and paid 
in respect of the wages and effects of 
deceased seamen in the year ended 31st 
March, 1899. 


METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Minutes of Evidence taken before Her 
Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to 
inquire into the subject of the water 
supply within the limits of the Metro- 
politan Water Companies. Volume I. 

TRADE REPORTS, 1900 

SERIES). 
No. 2,375. Prussia (Finances, 1897-1900). | 
No. 2,375. Italy (Southern Italy). 

Presented (by command), and ordered 

to lie on the Table. 


(ANNUA L, 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 


AND 


I, Statute made by the Governing Body | 


of Pembroke College, Oxford, on , 
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' Act), and to be printed. 
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3rd March, 1899, amending Clause 9: 
of Statute II. and Clause 3 of 
Statute VIII. of the Statutes of that 
College. 

IL. Statute made by the Governing Body 
of Worcester College, Oxford, at a 
meeting held on the 22nd of 
February, 1899, and continued by 
adjournment the 8th March, 1899, 


amending Statute III, 10, of the 
Statutes of that College. 
III. Statute made by the Governing 


Body of Brasenose College, Oxford, 
the 15th March, 1899, altering. 
Statutes III] and XVI. of the 
Statutes of that College. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to, 


(No. 1.) 


COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871. 

Application received from Mason Uni- 
versity College, of the City of Birming- 
ham, for the establishment of a university 
at that city, which was submitted to the 
QJueen in Council and referred by Her: 
Majesty for the consideration and report 
of a Committee of Her Majesty’s Privy 
Council, 14th July, 1899 ; together with 
a copy of the draft of the charter applied 
for. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 2.) 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACTS. 

Minutes of Committee of Council on 
Education sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Act of 1889 
for counties of — 


I. Dorset (second minute). 

If. East Suffolk (sixth minute). 

III. Norfolk (eighth minute). 

IV. Yorks, North Riding 
minute). 

V. Berks (fourth minute). 

VI. Sussex (Western Division) 
minute). 

VIL. Oxford (fifth minute). 

VITI. Devon (seventh minute). 


(seventh 


(third 


LUNACY. 

Report to the Lord Chancellor of visits 
made, patients seen, and miles travelled 
by visitors of lunatics, between 1st April, 
1899, and 30th September, 1899 
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COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888 

Order of the Lord Chancellor, dated 
15th December, 1899, under section 45 of 
the Act, ordering that William Henry 
Whitelock, Registrar of the County 
Court of Warwickshire holden at Bir- 
mingham, shall not practise as a solicitor, 
and that Section 20 of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879, shall 
mot apply to the office of the said Mr. 
William Henry Whitelock. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 


Return of all loans raised in India 
under the provisions of any Acts of 
Parliament chargeable on the revenues of 
India outstanding at the commencement 
of the half-year ended on the 30th 
September, 1899, with the rates of interest 
and total amount payable thereon, Xe. 


RAMSGATE HARBOUR. 
Statement of the receipts and payments 
made by the Board of Trade for the year 
ended 31st March, 1899, together with an 
account of the receipt and issue of stores. 


SEAMEN'S SAVINGS BANKS, MONEY 
ORDERS, AND TRANSMISSION OF 
WAGES. 

Account of all deposits received and 
repaid hy the Board of Trade, under the 
authority of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, during the year ended 20th Novem- 
ber, 1898, and of the interest thereon ; 
statement showing the number and 
amount of seamen’s money orders issued 
and paid, at ports in the United King- 
dom and at ports abroad, from 1855 to 
31st March, 1899 ; also, statement show 
ing the receipts and payments in con- 
nection with the transmission of seamen’s 
wages from 1878 to 31st March, 1899. 


LIGHTHOUSES ABROAD. 
Account showing the dues received, and 
expenditure incurred in the construction, 
repair, and maintenance of lighthouses in 
British Possessions abroad during the year 
1898-99. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 

1. (Manufacture of bichromate © or 
chromate of potassium, or sodium) : 
Special rules with regard to the 
employment of persons in chemical 
works in which is carried on the 
manufacture of  bichromate or 
chromate of potassium or sodium. 


{LORDS} 
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2. (Use of phosphorus in the manufacture 
of matches) : ‘Special rules with 
regard to the employment of persons 
in lucifer match factories in which 
white or yellow phosphorus is used. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 

1. Charter of Incorporation of the 
Borough of Pudsey, Yorks, dated 
13th November, 1899. 

2. Charter of Incorporation of — the 
Borough of Swindon, Wilts, dated 
22nd January, 1900. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 to 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCES). 


Licences granted by Her Majesty to 


I. Sarah Jane Cook, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting the said Sarah Jane 
Cook to be at large, on condition 
that she enter the East End 
Refuge, Finchley. 

II. Rose Ann Casey, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting the said Rose Ann 
Casey to be at large, on condition 
that she enter the East End 
Refuge, Finchley. 

IIL. Elizabeth Franklin, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting the said Elizabeth 
Franklin to be at large, on con- 
dition that she enter the Elizabeth 
Fry Refuge, Hackney. 

LIV. Fanny Honey, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting the said Fanny Honey 
to be at large, on condition that 
she enter the Royal Victoria Home, 
Horfield, near Bristol. 

V. Jeanne Marie Dubosq, a convict 
under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting the said Jeanne 
Marie Dubosq to be at large, on 
condition that she enter the Royal 
Victoria Home, Horfield, near 
Bristol. 

VI. William Tunney to be at large 
under the provisions of the Acts 
to which are annexed conditions 
other than those contained in 
Schedule A. of the Penal Servitude 
Act, 1864. 

VII. Margaret 
under detention in 


Dearnley, a convict 


Aylesbury 
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Prison, permitting the — said 
Margaret Dearnley to be at large, 
on condition that she enter the 
Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, 
near Bristol. 

VIII. Dewhannah Jones, a convict 
under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting the said Dew- 
hannah Jones to be at large, on 
condition that she enter the East 
End Refuge, Finchley. 


IX. Emily Lazenby, a convict under 


detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting the said Emily Lazenby 
to be at large, on condition that 
she enter the Royal Victoria Home, 
Horfield, near Bristol. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 
I, Annual Statistical Report to the 
Secretary for Scotland hy— 

1. The University Court of the 
University of Aberdeen ; 

2. The University Court of the 
University of Edinburgh ; 

3. The University Court of the 
University of Glasgow. 


Il, Abstract of accounts for the year 
ending 51st August, 1899, being 
the annual report of the state of 
the finances of the— 

1, University of Aberdeen ; 
2. University of Edinburgh. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 

Rule made by the Secretary for Scot- 
land appointing the police cells at Fal- 
kirk, in the county of Stirling, to be a 
legal prison for the detention of prisoners 
for a period not exceeding fourteen days 
before or during or after trial. 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 
General rules made by the Midlothian 


and Peebles District Lunacy Board for 


the government of the Midlothian and 
Peebles District Asylum. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 


and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Seven of the clock, to Thursday 
next at a quarter past Four of the 
clock. 


{30 JANU 
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| HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

| 

| Tuesday, 30th January, 1900. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners by Black Rod. 


The House 
turned :— 


went; and, having re- 


NEW WRITS (RECESS). 

Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House that 
he had issued during the Recess Warrants 
for New Writs :— 

Clackmannan and Kinross (Combined 
Counties)—i1 the room of the Right Hon. 
John Blair Balfour, Lord Justice General 
and Lord President of the Court of 
Session in Scotland. 

County of Somerset (Wells Division) — 
in the room of the Hon. Hylton George 
Hylton Jolliffe, called up to the House of 
Peers. 

NEW WRITS. 

York Borough—in the room of Rear 
Admiral Lord Charles Beresford (Chiltern 
Hundreds). 

London University—in the room of 
the Right Hon. Sir John Lubbock, 
baronet, called up to the House of Peers. 

Mid Armagh—in the room of Dunbar 
Plunket Barton, esquire, Judge of Her 
Majesty’s High Court of Justice in 
Ireland. 


NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 

Walter Murray Guthrie, esquire—for 
Tower Hamlets (Bow and Bromley 
Division). 

Sir Edgar Vincent, K.C.M.G.—for 
Exeter Borough. 

Robert Edmund Dickinson, esquire— 
for County of Somerset (Wells Division). 

Eugene Wason, esquire—for Clack- 
mannan and Kinross (Combined Coun- 
ties). 


ELECTIONS. 

Ordered, That all Members who are 

| returned for two or more places in any 
| part of the United Kingdom do make 
| their election for which of the places 
‘they will serve, within one week after it 
' shall appear that there is no question 
7 the return for that place; and if 
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anything shall come in question touching 
the return or election of any Member, 
he is to withdraw during the time the 
matter is in debate ; and that all Members 
returned upon double returns do with- 
draw till their returns are determined. 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, 
except such Peers of Ireland as shall for 
the time being be actually elected, and 
shall not have declined to serve, for any 
county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
hath any right to give his vote in the 
election of any Member to serve in 
Parliament. 


Motion made and Question proposed 
“That it is a high infringement of the 
liberties and privileges of the Commons 
of the United Kingdom for any Lord of 
Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, 
not being a Peer of Ireland at the time 
elected, and not having declined to serve 
for any county, city, or borough of Great 
sritain, to concern himself in the election 


{COMMONS} 














of Members to serve for the Commons in, 


Parliament, except only any Peer of 
Ireland, at uch elections in Great Britain 
respectively, where such Peer shall appear 
as a candidate, or by himself, or any 
others, be proposed to be elected ; or for 
any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any 
county to avail himself of any authority 
derived from his commission, to influence 
the election of any Member to serve for 
the Commons in Parliament.”—-(V/r, 4. J. 
Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out the words from the word 
‘kingdom,’ in line 2, to the word ‘for,’ in line 
8. (Mr. James Lowther.) 


Question put“ That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided : — Ayes, 337; 
Noes, 101. (Division List No. 1.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. Ff. Burt, Thomas 
Aird, John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon. Gorge 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 


Caldwell, « 
Campbell, J 


ey ee — 
james 
H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. §, 
Doxtord, William Theodore 
Drage, Geofirey 

Drucker, A. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Charles 
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Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Baker, Sir John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manelir) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, 'redk. George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt HnAH.Smith-(Hunts 
Barry. Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bayley. Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach. Rt Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, Jolin 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.( Middlesex 
Br: issey Albert 

Brigg, John 

srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 








sath hael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, R ey Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, vc W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
e ecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Gree nwich) 
‘haloner, Capt. R. G. 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn. J. (Biri 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wor. ) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clarke, Sir Edwd. (Plymouth) 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Colville, John 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow ) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. LeonardH. 
Cox, Irwin Ewd. Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Currie, Sir Donald 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, Jn. K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 








Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn E. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir-J.(Man’r) 
Field, Admiral (Easthourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Kitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Col. (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

mo William 

Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Gibbs, Hn.A.G af (CityofLond. 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbts J. 
te Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Goldswor thy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E.. 





Grah 
(ray 
‘Gree! 
Grev 
(rey 
Griff 
Gull, 
Gurd 
‘Guth 


Hall, 
Halse 
Ham 
Hans 
Hard 
Harw 
Hasle 
Hay 
Haze 
Heal 
Heal 
Heal: 
Hedd 
Held 
Hem 
Hill, 

Hoar 
Hobl 
Holla 
Horn 
Hous 
How: 
Howe 
Hows 
Hozi 
Hubt 
Huds 


Jacks 
Jebb, 


Jettre 


Jesse 
John 
John 
Joli: 
Joice 
Jones 
Jorde 


Kay- 
Kear 
Kenn 
Keny 
Keny 
Kiml 
Knovy 


Lafor 
Lang 
Lawr 
Laws 
Lees« 
Leigt 
Leng 
Lewi 
Llew: 
Lloy« 
Lock 
Lode 
Long 
Long 
Lowe 
Loyd 
Luca 
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Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A. Staveley (Stafts 


Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead | 


Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Johnston, W illiam (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSir U 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Win. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 


Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning(Corn) 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
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Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, C. (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, W. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Killop, James 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Ed. Wm. J 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn W.F. 


| Mellor, Colonel (Laneashire) 
| Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


| Middlemore, J. 


Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu,Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, eo (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. J . (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monin’thshire) 
iause 2. thooaie ‘armarthen) 


| Morley, Rt. Hon.J.( Montrose) 
| Morrell, George Herbert 


Morton, A. H. 
Moss, Samuel 


A, (Deptford) 


| Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Newdigate, Francis Alexande1 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Oldroyd, Mark 


Palmer, G. W. (Reading) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Parnell, John Howard 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, H. P. (Darlington) 


Pease, J. A. (Northumber!’nd) 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgul, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. ( 


Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes SW 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


Randeli, David 


, Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Rentoul, James Alexander 


Richardson, J. (Durham, $.E.) | 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Ridley, 


tt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


Lanes., Newton) 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs.)} 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
tussell, Gen. F. 8. (Chitnhm.) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Rnfrw.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshre. } 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, re H. (Christehurel) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, } Samnel (Wilen) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Usborne, Thomas 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whitmore, ¢ oe Algernon 
Williams, ( ‘ol. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J Powell (Birm. ) 
W iloughby de Eresby, Lord 
W ilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
W ilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh, N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E. ke (Bath 
Woods, $ Samuel 

W ortley, Rt. Hn. C. 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, “Com. (Berks, E.) 
Yoxaill, James Henry 


3. Stuart- 


‘TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8. ) 


Gibney, James 
Goulding, 
Gourley, 


Bartley, George C. ‘I Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Birrell, Augustine | Harrington, Timothy 


Blake, Edward 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 
Buchanan, Thomas Kyburn 
Burns, John 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Commins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Daly, James 


Heath, James 


Jacoby, - 





Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Ellis, John Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, 8.) | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James ¢ “ego ea 
Foster, Harry 5 . (Suffolk) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringe- 
ment of the liberties and privileges of 
the Commons of the United Kingdom for 
any Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or 
Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the 
time elected, and not having declined to 
serve for any county, city, or borough of 
Great Britain, to concern himself in the 
election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only any 
Peer of Ireland, at such elections in 
Great Britain respectively where such 
Peer shall appear as a condidate, or by 
himself, or any others, be proposed to be 
elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or 
Governor of any county to avail himself 
of any authority derived from his com- 
mission, to influence the election of any 
Member to serve for the Commons in 
Parliament. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath been elected or returned 
a Member of this House, or endeavoured 
so to be, by bribery, or any other cor- 
rupt practices, this House will proceed 
with the utmost severity against all such 
persons as shall have been wilfully con- 





Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 


Edward Alfred 
Sir Edward T. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Heaton, John Henniker 

Hogan, James Francis 

Hutton, pees 

James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 

Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laurie, Lieut. -General 

| Macaleese, Daniel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC 

| Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 

| MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 

| M‘Cartan, Michael 

| MeDermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oo Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
U’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
(YConnor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Perks, Robert William 

Sova ig John 

Pym, C. Guy 

Ree kitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Runciman, Walter 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shee, James John 

Sheehy, David 

Souttar, Robinson 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 

— D. Alfred (Merthyr) 

Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R. } 
Woodhouse,SirJ T (Huddersf’d 


(Morley) 


Mandeville, J.-Franeis 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 

Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) Mr. 
' Murnaghan, George 


ag FOR THE NOES-— 
James Lowther and Sir 
W ilfrid Lawson. 


cerned in such bribery or other corrupt 


| practices. 


WITNESSES. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath been tampering with any 
witness, in respect of his evidence to be 
given to this House, or any Committee 
thereof, or directly or indirectly hath en- 
deavoured to deter or hinder any person 
from appearing or giving evidence, the 
same is declared to be a high erime or mis- 
demeanour ; and this House will proceed 
with the utmost severity against such 
offender. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath given false evidence in 
any case before this House, or any Com- 
mittee thereof, this House will proceed 
with the utmost severity against such 
offender. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
Ordered, That the Commisioners of the 
Police of the Metropolis do take care that, 
during the Session of Parliament, the 
passages through the streets leading to 
this House be kept free and open, and 
that no obstruction be permitted to 
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hinder the passage of Members to and 
from this House, and that no disorder be 
allowed in Westminster Hall, or in the 
passages leading to this House, during the 
sitting of Parliament, and that there be 
no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; and 
that the Sergeant at Arms attending this 
House do communicate this Order to the 
Commissioners aforesaid. 


VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Ordered, That the Votes and Proceed- 
ings of this House be printed being first 
perused by Mr. Speaker ; and that he do 
appoint ‘the printing thereof ; and that no 
person but such as he shall appoint do pre- 
sume to print the same. 


PRIVILEGES. 
Ordered, That a Committee of Privi- 
leges he appointed. 


OUTLAWRIES BILL. 
“For the more effectual preventing 
Clandestine Outlawries,” read the first 
time : to be read a second time. 


JOURNAL. 

Ordered, That the Journal of this 
House, from the end of the last session 
to the end of the present session, with 
an Index thereto, be printed. 

Ordered, That 500 copies of the said 
Journal and Index he printed by the 
appointment and under the direction of 
Sir Reginald Francis Douce Palgrave, 
K.C.B., the Clerk of this House. 

Ordered, That the said Journal and 
Index be printed by such person as shall 
he licensed by Mr. Speaker, and that no 
other person do presume to print the 
same. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by 
Command of Her Majesty during the 
tecess, were delivered to the Librarian of 
the House of Commons during — the 
Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order 
of the 14th August, 1889 : 


1. Crofter and Cottar Colonisation 
Scheme.—Copy of ‘Tenth Report of Her 
Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to 
carry out a Scheme of Colonisation in 


{30 JANUARY 1900! 
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the Dominion of Canada of Crofters and 
Cottars from the Western Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland, with Appendices. 

2. Judicial Statistics (Scotland).—Copy 
of Report of the Judicial Statistics of 
Scotland for the year L898. 

3. East India (Trade).—Copy of Review 
and Tables relating to the Trade of British 
India with British Possessions and Foreign 
Countries for the five years 1894-5 to. 
1898-9. 

4, Public Records (Ireland).—Copy of 
Appendix to Thirteenth Report of the 
Deputy Keeper of the Public Records 
,and Keeper of the State Papers in Ire- 
land. An Index to the Act or Grant 
Books and Original Wills of the Diocese 
of Dublin from 1800 to 1858. 

5, Evictions (Ireland).—Copy of Return 
for the quarter ended 30th September, 
1899. 

6. Lrish (Judicial 


Land Commission 


Rents)._-Copy of Returns of Judicial 
Rents fixed during March, 1899. 

7. Irish Land Commission (Judicial 
Rents).—Copy of Returns of Judicial 


Rents fixed during April and May, 1899. 


8. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 
of the Commission during the month of 
September, 1899. 


9. Trish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings). -Copy of Return of Proceedings 


of the Commission during the month of 
October, 1899. 


10. Railway and Canal Trattie Act, 
1888.—Copy of Returnsmade.to the Board 
of Trade in pursuance of section 39, sub- 
section (2), of the Railway and Canal 
Traffie Act, 1888, in respect of the canals 
and navigations in the United Kingdom, 
for the year 1898, 


11. Railways (Continuous Brakes),— 
Copy of Return by the Railway Com- 
panies of the United Kingdom on the 
progress made in the use of Continuous 
Brakes, ete., for the six months ending 
the 30th June, 1899, 


12. Meteorology.-Copy of Report of 
the Meteorological Council to the Royal 
Society for the year ending the 31st 
March, 1899. 

13. Peterhead Harbour. — Copy of 
Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour 


Works. 
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14. Post Office (Parcel Post with 
Egypt).—-Copy of Agreement concerning 
the Exchange of Postal Parcels concluded 
‘between the Post Office of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
‘and the Postal Administration of Egypt. 


15. Colonial Reports (Annual).—-Copies 
of Reports, Nos. 277 (Bahamas, Annual 
Report for 1898), 278 (British Honduras, 
Annual Report for 1898), 279 (Mauritius 
and Rodrigues, Annual Report for 1898), 
280 (Grenada, Annual Report for 1898), 


281 (St. Vincent, Annual Report for | 


1898), 282 (Hong Kong, Annual Report 
for 1898), 283 (Jamaica, Annual Report 
for 1898-9), 284 (Lagos, Annual Report 
for 1899), 285 (Seychelles, Annual Report 
for 1898), 286 (Christmas and Cocos 
Keeling Islands, Annual Report for 1899), 
-and 287 (Straits Settlements, Annual 
Report for 1898). 


16. South Africa.—Copy of Correspon- 
dence relating to the despatch of 
Colonial Military Contingents to South 
Africa. 

17. Mines (Explosion at Llest Col- 
liery).-Copy of Keports to the Right 
Honourable the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by Mr. Chester 
Jones, Barrister-at-Law, and Mr. J. T. 
Robson, Her Majesty’s Inspector of 
Mines, on the circumstances attending an 
explosion which occurred at the Llest 
Colliery, Pontyrhyl, on the 18th August, 
1899. 


18. Explosions (Upton  Towans, 
Gwithian).—Copy of Report by Captain 
J. H. Thomson, R.A., Her Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, to the 
Right Honourable the Secretary — of 
State for the Home Department, on the 
circumstances attending an Explosion of 
Blasting Gelatine which occurred in a 
mixing house of the factory of the 
National Explosives Company, Limited, 
at Upton Towans, Gwithian, near Hayle, 
Cornwall, on the 19th October, 1899. 


19. Metropolitan Water Supply (Royal 
Commission).—Copy of Final Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
into the subject of the Water Supply 
within the limits of the Metropolitan 
Water Companies, with Index to the 
First and Final Reports of the Com- 
missioners. 


20. Factories and Workshops.— Copy of | 


Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of 


{COMMONS} 





Papers (Recess). 64 


Factories and Workshops for the year 
1898, Part IT., Reports. 

21. Accidents to Railway Servants 
(Royal Commission).—Copy of the Report 
of the Royal Commission appointed to 
inquire into the causes of the accidents, 
fatal and non-fatal, to Servants of Rail- 
way Companies and of Truck Owners, 
Part L., Report. 

22. Accidents to Railway Servants 
(Royal Commision).—Copy of Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
into the causes of the accidents, fatal and 
non-fatal, to Servants of Railway Com- 
panies and of Truck Owners, Part IL, 
Minutes of Evidence and Appendices. 

23. Treaty Series (No. 18, 1899).—Copy 
of Convention for the Exchange of Money 
Orders between the United States of 
America and the Colony of British Hon- 
duras. ‘Signed at Washington, 20th 
February, 1899. 

24, Treaty Series (No. 19,1899).--Copy 
of Exchange of Notes between the United 
Kingdom and the United States of 
America, providing for the Establish- 
ment of a Provisional Boundary between 
the Dominion of Canada and the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, in the Region about the 
Head of Lynn Canal, 20th October, 
1899. 

25. Treaty Series (No 20, 1899).—Copy 
of Additional Articles to the Convention 
of llth July, 1896, between Great 
Britain and Italy respecting the Ex- 
change of Parcels by Parcel Post. 
Signed at Rome, 28th October, 1899. 

26. Treaty Series (No. 1,1900).—Copy 
of Exchange of Notes between the United 
Kingdom and France respecting the 
Waiver of Consular Fees on the Issue of 
Certificates of Origin. 

27. Treaty Series (No. 2, 1900).—Copy 
of Agreement between the United King- 
dom and France for the Exchange of 
Press Telegrams by night at reduced 


rates. Signed at Paris, 8th November, 
1899. Ratifications exchanged at Paris, 


16th December, 1899. 

28. Treaty Series (No. 3, 1900).—Copy 
of Declaration between the United King- 
dom and France prolonging for one year 
the Declaration of 11th December, 1882, 
regulating the Telegraphic Communica- 


| tion between the two Countries. Signed 
‘at London, 20th March, 1899.  Ratifica- 


tions exchanged at Paris, 30th December, 


| 1899. 
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Despatch to Her Majesty’s Chargé 
d’Affaires at Berlin, inclosing Copies of 


the Convention and Declaration between | 


Great Britain and Germany of 14th 
November, 1899, for the Settlement of 
the Samoa and other questions. 

30. Trade Reports (Annual Series). 
—Copies of Diplomatic and 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2363 to 
2374. 

31. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous 
Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 
517 to 520. 

Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Copy presented,—of Minutes of Evi- 
dence taken before the Royal Commission 
appointed to inquire into the subject of 
the Water Supply within the limits of 
the Metropolitan Water Companies, 
Volume | [by Command]: to lie upon 

the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCES). 

Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Jeanne Marie Dubosq, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, _ per- 
mitting her to be at large on condition 
that she enter the Royal Victoria Home, 
Horfield, Bristol [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Fanny Honey, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her 
to be at large on condition that she enter 
the Royal Vactoria Home, Horfield, 
Bristol [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Elizabeth Lazenby, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, 
Bristol [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Margaret Dearnley, a convict under | 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting | 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Royal Victoria Home, Hortield, 
Bristol [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


VOL, LXXVIII. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 
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29. Germany (No. 1, 1899).—Copy of | 
‘large granted to William Tunney, to 


Consular | 
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Copy presented,—of a Licence to be at 


which are annexed conditions other than 
those contained in Schedule A of the 
Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Rose Ann Casey, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the East End Refuge, Finchley [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Dewhannah Jones, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 


her to be at large on conditior that she 


enter the East End Refuge, Finchley [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Sarah Jane Cook, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the East End Refuge, Finchley [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
to Ehzabeth Franklin, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS 
CHARTERS). 

Copy presented,—of Charter of Incor- 
poration of the Borough of Pudsey, Yorks, 
dated 13th November, 1899 [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


(NEW 


Copy presented,—of Charter ot Incor- 
poration of the Borough of Swindon, 
Wilts, dated 22nd January, 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(MANUFACTURE OF BICHROMATE 
OR CHROMATE OF POTASSIUM OR 
SODIUM). 

Copy presented,—of Special Rules with 
regard to the employment of persons in 


| Chemical Works in which is carried on 


the manufacture of Bichromate' or 


Chromate of Potassium or Sodium [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS (USE 
OF PHOSPHORUS IN THE MANU- 
FACTURE OF MATCHES). 

Copy presented,—of Special Rules with 
regard to the employment of persons in 


C 
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Lucifer Match Factories in which White 
or Yellow Phosphorus is used [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented,—of Further Corre- 
spondence relating to Affairs in South 
Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NATAL, 
Copy presented,—of Correspondence 
relating to the Defence of Natal [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PACIFIC CABLE (CANADA- 
AUSTRALIA). 

Copy presented,—of Further Corre- 
spondence relating to the proposed con- 
struction of a Cable across the Pacific 
Ocean [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 

Account presented,—-of the Sams re- 
ceived and paid in respect of the Wages 
und Effects of Deceased Seamen in the 
vear ended 31st March, 1899 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


RAMSGATE HARBOUR. 

Copy presented,—of Statement of the 
Receipts and Payments for the year ended 
31st March, 1899, together with an 
Account of the Receipt and Issue of 
Stores [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to he printed. [No. 1.} 


LIGHTHOUSES ABROAD. 

Account presented,—showing the Dues 
received and Expenditure incurred in the 
construction, repair, and maintenance of 
Lighthouses in British Possessions Abroad 
during the year 1898-9 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| No. 2.] 


SAVINGS BANKS (MONEY 
AND TRANSMISSION OF 


SEAMEN’S 
ORDERS 
WAGES). 
Accounts presented,—of all Deposits 

received and repaid during the year 

ended 20th November, 1898, and State- 
ment as to Money Orders issued and paid 
from 1855 to 31st March, 1899, and of 


Receipts and Payments in connection 
with the transmission of Seamen’s Wages 
from 1878 to 31st March, 1899 [by Act]; 
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to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 3.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM. 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy presented,—of a Statute made 
by the Governing Body of Brasenose 
College, Oxford, on 15th March, 1899, 
altering Statutes III. and XVI. of the 
Statutes of that College [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No. 4.] 

Copy presented,—of a Statute made 
by the Governing Body of Pembroke 
College, Oxford, on 3rd March, 1899, 
amending Clause 9 of Statute II. 
and Clause III. of Statute VIII. of the 
Statutes of that College [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 5.] 

Copy presented,—of a Statute made 
by the Governing Body of Worcester 
College, Oxford, at a meeting held on 
22nd February, 1899, and continued hy 
adjournment on 8th March, 1899, amend- 
ing Statute III. 10 of the Statutes of 
that College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 6.] 


COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871 (UNIVER- 
SITY OF BIRMINGHAM). 

Copy presented,—of an Application 
received from Mason University College 
of the City of Birmingham for the estab- 
lishment of a University at that City; 
which was submitted to the Queen in 
Council and referred by Her Majesty for 
the consideration and report of a Com- 
mittee of Her Majesty’s Privy Council on 
the 14th July, 1899; together with a 
Copy of the Draft of the Charter applied 
for [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
Copies presented,—-of* Minutes sane- 
tioning the subjects to be taught under 
Clause & of the Act for the following 
counties :-— 
County of East Suffolk (Sixth Minute), 
dated 12th October, L899. 
County of Berkshire (Fourth Minute), 
dated 12th October, 1899. 
County of Norfolk (Kighth 
dated 31st October, 1899. 
County of Dorset (Second Minute), 
dated 9th November, 1899. 
County of the North Riding of York- 
shire (Seventh Minute), dated 9th 
November, 1899. 


Minute), 











69 
Co 


Co 
| 
Co 


( 


[by A 


Co} 
made 
Distri 
ment 
Distri 
the T: 


l 
Cop 
Repor 
Unive 
Act] ; 
printe 
Cop. 
Accow 
ending 
to lie 1 
|No. s. 


U} 
Cop) 
State c 
made | 
year to 
lie upo 
[No, 9 


Copy 
Report 
Univer: 
1898-9 
and to | 


U 
Copy 
Rep rt 
Univers 
Act] ae 
printed. 


Copy 
Secretar 
Police C 
Stirling, 
tention 
exceedin 





68 


acl. 


M- 


de 
se 
9), 
the 
lie 
ed. 


ide 
ke 


99, 


the 
lie 
ed. 


ace 
ster 
on 
by 
nd- 
} of 
the 


ER- 


tion 
lege 
stab- 
ity; 
1 in 
y for 
Som- 
il on 
th a 
plied 


1889. 

sane- 
nder 
wing 
ute), 
ute), 
jute), 


ute), 


Y ork- 
9th 








69 Resignation of the 


County of Oxford (Fifth Minute), dated 
20th November, 1899. 

County of Sussex (Western Division) 
(Third Minute), dated 27th Novem- 
ber, 1899. 

County of Devon (Seventh Minute), 
dated 4th January, 1900 


{by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented,—of General 

made by the Midlothian and Peebles 

District Lunacy Board for the govern- 

ment of the Midlothian and Peebles 

District Asylum [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Tabie. 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 
Copy presented,—-of Annual Statistical 
Report by the University Court of the 


University of Aberdeen for 1898-9 [by | 


Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 7.] 

Copy presented, — of Abstract of 
Accounts of the University for the year 
ending 15th September, 1899 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 8.] 


UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH. 
Copy presented,—of Report on the 
State of the Finances of the University, 
made by the University Court, for the 
year to 31st August, 1899 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 9.] 


Copy presented,—-of Annual Statistical | 
Report by the University Court of the | 


University of Edinburgh for the year 
1898-9 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 10.] 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW. 

Copy presented,—of Annual Statistical | 
Report by the University Court of the 
University of Glasgow for 1898-9 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be | 
printed. [No. 11.] 


| 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND). | 

Copy presented,—of Rule made by the | 
Secretary for Scotland appointing the | 
Police Cells at Falkirk, in the county of 
Stirling, to be a legal Prison for the de- | 
tention of prisoners for a period not | 
exceeding fourteen days before or during | 
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Rules | 


Thomas Bayley) ; 
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or after trial [hy Act]; to lie upon the 

Table. 

EAST INDIA (WARS ON OR BEYOND 
THE BORDERS OF BRITISH INDIA). 


Return presented, — relative thereto 
[Address 17th March, 1898: Jr. John 


Morley] ; to lie wpon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
INDIA). 

Copy presented,—of Return of all 
Loans raised in India, chargeable on the 
Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending on 
the 30th September, 1899, ete. [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 12.] 

SALISBURY PLAIN (PROPERTY 

PURCHASED). 
presented,—trelative — thereto 
26th October, 1899 ; Jr. 
to lie upon the Table. 


Return 


{ Address 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2365 and 2376 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


1. County Courts Act, 1888, and 


‘Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) 


Act, 1879.—-Copy of Order made by the 
Lord Chancellor, dated 26th September, 
1899, directing that the Registrar of the 
County Court of Warwickshire, held at 
Birmingham, shall not practise as a 
solicitor, and that section 20 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) 
Act, 1879, shall not apply to the office of 
Registrar of the said County Court. 


2. Lunacy.—Copy of Report to the 
Lord Chancellor of the number of visits 
made, the number of patients seen, and 
the number of miles travelled by the 
Visitors of Lunatics between Ist April, 
1899, and 30th September, 1899 [by Act]. 





RESIGNATION OF THE 
THE HOUSE. 

Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
that he had received a letter from Sir 
Reginald Francis Douce Palgrave, K.C.B., 


C2 


CLERK OF 
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the Clerk of the House, 


Speaker read, as followeth :— 


Library, House of Commons, 
30th January, 1900. 
Sir, 

| have the honour to acquaint you that as 
[ have been more than forty-six years in the 
service of the House of Commons, of which 
the last thirty-one years were devoted to the 
work at the Table of the House, I desire to 
resign the Patent whereby Her Majesty 
assigned to me the office with which [ have 
been so highly honoured, of Clerk of the House 
of Commons. 

Severance from the performance of such dis- 
tinguished duties, and, on my part, so long 
continued, must occasion regret, and pain, but 
[shal] be able to retain in cordial remem- 
brance a grateful sense of the generous con- 
sideration shown me by yourself and your 
predecessors in the Chair, and by the honour- 
able Members who have sat in the eleven 
Parliaments during which I have been per- 
mitted to offer my services to the House of 
Conunons. 

I have the honour to be, 
Sir, 
Your obedient humble servant, 
REGINALD F. D. PALGRAVE. 


The Right Honble. 


The Speaker of the House of Commons, 
&e. Ke. Xe. 


THe FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I beg to give notice that on 
Thursday next I shall move a vote of 
thanks to Sir Reginald Palgrave, late 


Clerk ot the House. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


First Day’s DEBATE. 


Mr. SPEAKER reported Her Majesty’s 
Speech, and read it to the House. 


*CapTAIN PRETY MAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): It is a kindly custom of this 
House to regard with special indulgence 
the Member to whom is entrusted the 
duty which I have to discharge to-day, 
and I feel sure that I shall have given me 
even double indulgence 


cannot and do not pretend to have that 
special knowledge which alone would 
enable me to do full justice to it. Ordi- 


narily our discussions here are upon | 


controversial matters. As mover of the 
Address it is difficult to be non-contro- 
versia iwithout being colourless. But to- 


day these is common ground I shall have 


{COMMONS} 
which Mr. | 


_ going on in South Africa. 


because the | 
occasion is not an ordinary one, and I | 





ys, 
‘ 


~ 
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to traverse, and there are feelings which 


we shall all share on whichever side 
of the House we sit. The | first 
of these feelings is that of deep 


sympathy, which it is our privilege 
to express, as representing the nation, 
with all sufferers by the war which is 
Tt will hardly 
he necessary to enumerate the sufferings 
which are in the minds of everyone of us 
here, but I think we must first refer to 
those who are suffering from wounds and 
from bodily disablement. Then, Sir, our 
sympathy must go out to those who are 
bereaved, to the widow and childless, and 
also to the weary watchers who have 
their dear ones at the front, and who are 
daily waiting for news—painful news such 
as we received this morning, and which 
carries sorrow and distress into many a 
home. There is one other expression of 
sympathy which I am sure will not be 
wanting, and that is an expression of the 
deepest sympathy with the sufferings of 
colony of Natal. Half the colony is in 
the hands of the enemy, and not only 
have they put into the field a force far 
out of proportion to their numbers, but 
they have suffered grievous loss of 
property and life. I trust we may be in 
a position at the end of the war to 
recompense them for the losses and 
suffering they have experienced. We 
have also feelings of the deepest admira- 
tion for the gallantry which our soldiers 
have displayed. Whether it be in 
the gallant defence of Mafeking, or the 
no less gallant and protracted defence of 
Ladysmith, or in the gallant action of 
Wauchope and the Highland Brigade at 
Magersfontein, where so many lost their 
lives, the story is the same, and it isa 
story of which we are all proud. _ It is 
our only regret that so many of those to 
whom our pride goes out are lost for 
ever. In addition to that we have another 
common ground. We have pride not 
only in the gallantry that this contest has 
evoked, but also in the national spirit 
which has been evineed. That national 
spirit is not confined to the British 
Islands. It has found expression to the 
utmost bounds of this Empire. If we 
look at the present position of the Empire 
as a whole, we may say with truth we 
have set a girdle round the globe, and 
every link rings true and clear at this 
moment. I believe when this war is over 
we may look forward to South Africa 
being peaceful and tranquil and con- 
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tented, and that any rift which may 
exist can and will be repaired in a way 
which will cause less offence and less 
trouble in the future. Although at the 
end of the war there will, no doubt, 
remain a certain amount of race antago- 
nism, which is the natural result of a 
contest of this description, we shall at 
any rate have purged the contempt with 
which that race antagonism was pre- 
viously associated ; the races will have 
learned to respect one another, and will 
be able to live side by side in amity, the 
hatreds of the past being merged into a 
mutual liking. Contempt is the kindling 
which fans antagonism into flame ; and it 
was that contempt combined with race 
antagonism which brought about the pre- 
sent conflict. When the struggle is con- 
cluded let us hope that the contempt 
which has arisen from surface causes will 
‘have been purged, that Boer and Briton 
will live side by side in peace, and. that 
both will have a great future before them 
under the British flag. One other feeling 
we have in common, and that is the feeling 
of regret for the reverses which we have 
suffered in South Africa. Further than 
that we have the unanimous determina- 
tion to retrieve those reverses. We wish 
to examine and to investigate the causes of 
the reverses and the failures, if they may 
be so called, which have occurred in our 
campaign. I am _ here, perhaps, on 
delicate ground, but I think I may say 
this. We may ask ourselves with advan- 
tage whether our weakness or our failures, 
if I may use that word, are due to any 
deep-seated and inherent national weak- 
ness, or to temporary and removable 
causes. I think the latter can only be the 
answer. 
of the nation were never stronger than 
at this moment, but our power does not 
lie on the surface. It is deep-seated, and 
the causes which we have to inquire into 
if they are temperary and removable 
must be inquired into with a view to their 
being removed. I feel sure that no 
obstacle will be thrown in the way, but that 
the Government will welcome an inquiry 
in any form which may be agreeable to the 
House and which will enable us to dis- 
cover the causes of the difficulty, and to 
remove them. There is one consideration 
which occurs to me, and that is that of 
“inadequate preparation.” Is that one 


of the principal causes for our difficulties ? | 

I would rather say it is not so much 

inadequate preparation as the insufficient | 
‘ 
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The Empire and the resources | 
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estimate of the forces arrayed against us. 
In the case of the Crimean war the pre- 
parations were inadequate for any war, 
but I doubt if we were ever so well 
prepared to undertake a campaign 
on a certain scale as when this 
war broke out three months ago. 
If there was a fault it was the 
under-estimate of the forces arrayed 
against us, and it will be for us to con- 
sider how the wunder-estimate arose. 
There are many factors to be considered, 
some of which are new, but I think that 
we shall find—or, at any rate, it so 
appears to me—that those factors in 
themselves were to a certain extent fore- 
seen, and that there was some knowledge 
of them. But the result of the combina- 
tion of all those factors and the strength 
of the enemy, from a defensive point of 
view, which we had to engage, was not 
foreseen or measured, so far as Iam aware, 
by any person. The want of prophetic 
power was not confined to the Govern- 
ment alone, it was common to the country 
asa whole. That, at all events, was the 
impression at which [ arrived in this 
House three months ago: that nobody 
on this or that side of the House, or in 
the country, had measured the strength 
of the enemy arrayed against us ; or, if 
so, the expressions of opinion were few 
and far between. Who could have 
realised that this campaign would resolve 
itself into the taking of a series of natural 
fortresses of enormous strength, ably 
defended by troops of unexampled 
mobility, instructed by Continental 
experts, and armed with the most perfect 
weapons ever used in warfare? It is 
perhaps difficult to realise how small a 
factor will determine success or failure. 
Such a thing as a barbed wire fence may 
easily turn « victory into a defeat, and to 
sum up all these factors is almost 
impossible after fifty years of peace, 
which we have passed through, when 
many of these factors are to a large extent 
unknown. There has been some criti- 
cism in which I as an artilleryman feel 
particularly interested. Our field guns 
have been condemned on all sides because 
they are of less range than the guns of 
the enemy; but one thing bas been 
forgotten, and that is that our field guns 
have been compared with guns of the 
enemy, which are guns of position and 
not field guns at all,:and for an artillery- 
man to estimate the efficiency of a field 
gun solely by its range is—I should look on 


First Day. 
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—as very much the same thing as a press- 
man who would judge the merits of a news- 
paper solely by its circulation. The situa- 
tion is a most grave one, but it has its better 
side: Ido not think that the resources 
of our opponents were immediately 
realised. The Boer Republic had formed 
itself into a vast military machine, every 


part of which was perfect ; our military | 


machine was imperfect in the sense that 
our resources had not been called 
together. Is it therefore any 
that the smaller perfect machine shouid 
for the moment be successful? But we 
have resources, and I hope that this 
House will support the Government in 
bringing every one of those resources into 
action to bring about our supremacy. 
They are only just now coming into play, 
and although we have now been checked 
more than once, when once the ring is 
broken the collapse may be as sudden as our 
progress, up to the present, has been slow. 
The last struggle for the relief of Lady- 
smith, it was hoped, would be the 
beginning of the end, as it is it is only the 
end of the beginning. But this House 
has not only to consider the cause of the 
difficulty, but the cause and the motive 
which led up to the war itself. Here I 
am on very delicate ground, and it would 
not become me in the duty I have to per- 
form to-day toexamine the questions which 
have been, and which will have to be, 
discussed here ; but I should like tomake 
one observation. Although some may 
attribute a motive to this or that person 
or politician, I think we may all agree 
that the national motive for this war is a 
pure and just one. The motive which 
has for centuries animated this country, 
and which animates it now, is that we 
shall obtain justice and freedom for all 
races and all creeds. That is the great 
stream in which our national sentiment 
has run in the past and is running now. 
It will always occur that where there 
is a great stream of pure water there 
will be draining into it streams which 
are not so pure as the river itself, 
and no doubt uses will be 
motives attributed that do not exist. The 
motive that animates us here, and the 
House and country generally, is to restore 
peace and freedom to all throughout 
South Africa. So far as I have observed 


that is the motive animating us all, and | 
although we may have to engage our | 
| grounds to those enunciated by my hon. 


attention with that legislation which we 


{COMMONS} 


wonder | 


made and | 
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| hearts will be with our soldiers in South 
Africa. But that is no reason why we 
| should not consider other measures. We 
have submitted to us to-day no measures 
of heroic legislation or costly legislation, 
The only costly legislation will be the 
‘estimates for the war in South Africa. 
Last year the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer asked for a 
vote of eight millions. He would hea 
bold man who would say how much we 
shall be asked for this session. But 
whatever is asked for I hope will 


be cheerfully given. We = cannot 
set money against the lives of 


our fellow subjects now being risked 
in South Africa. We shall be asked 
to sanction measures of improving 
and remodelling the Companies <et, 
and that a matter we shall gladly do be- 
“ause we know the loss which is suffered 
'by those who are induced to part with 
their money under false pretences by 
fraudulent companies. Another measure 
we shall be asked to consider is what is 
called an Agricultural Holdings Bill, and 
anything that this House can do towards 
the improvement of our agriculture will 
be greatly welcomed. We have, how- 
ever, to remember that the conditions of 
our agricultural industry vary greatly in 
different parts of the country. We have 
also to consider the incoming tenant as 
well as the outgoing tenant. Sir, the 
situation before us is indeed a serious 
and a difficult one. It is, perhaps, the 
most serious and, perhaps, the most 
difficult situation which this country has 
had to face since the earliest years of the 
century. This is, indeed, a momentous 
session. Our ill-wishers, we know, are 
looking eagerly for any signs of weakness, 


of vacillation, or of disunion within these 


walls. On the other hand, the country, 
and the Empire in arms, are looking to us 
to express their unanimous determination 
to bring this struggle to a successful 
issue. Now, Sir, I need hardly ask the 
House to which of these we should afford 
satisfaction. The question can have but 
one answer. Therefore, I trust that the 
touchstone of all criticism will be not 
party advantage, but the needs and 
necessities of the Empire. 


Mr. H. P. PEASE (Darlington) : In 
rising to second the address I claim the 
indulgence of the House on_ similar 


are more accustomed to consider, our | friend, and also for what I may consider 


Captain Pretyman, 
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a weightier reason, that I have never| the time is not propitious for legisla- 
before taken part in a debate. Impressed | tion requiring great grants of money : but 
by the consciousness of my own inexperi- | there are several Bills which will be 


ence, I ask for that consideration which 
the House so generously extends. 
My hon. friend has referred to points in | 
the Queen’s Speech ; but I propose to | 
deal with some of those with which he | 
has not dealt. Sir, it was with feelings | 
of satisfaction that the nation received | 
the news that a treaty had been con- | 
cluded between this country and the | 
German Emperor. It appears to me that | 
this is additional evidence of the friend- | 
liness of the great German Empire | 
towards us whose commercial interests | 
are so! closely bound up with our} 
own. I observe that there is a Bill to | 
he brought in this session with reference | 
tothe Federation of Australia. I believe | 
that there is no announcement in the | 
Queen’s Speech that will give greater | 
satisfaction. It is the fulfilment of a/| 
dream of far-seeing Imperial statesmen 
and of many of those who do nct take | 
great interest in other political ques- 
tions. I believe, Sir, that that  long- 
cherished idea being brought to a conclu- 
sion is the cause of great satisfaction to | 
our colonists, and it is a satisfaction 
that is all the deeper because the change | 
has been brought about by the wish and 
the action of those colonists themseives, 
It has come to maturity through them. | 
I believe, Sir, that the result of this | 
spontaneous co-operation will be to pro- | 
vide means whereby these colonies will be 
able to defend themselves in the future, 
and that they will be able to take such 
action in making representations to the 
mother country in reference to trade— 
which is such an important factor be- 
tween us—as will lead to our mutual 
benefit. And I believe that such is 
the wish of the people of the 
United Kingdom. Sir, I must make 
some small reference to the 





very sad 
events which are happening in India 
at the present time with regard to 
the plague and famine. I congratulate 
the Government of this country upon 
having \such an administrator at the 
head of affairs as we have in Lord Curzon. 
I am sure that the House will feel, as I do, 
that in him we have a man who grasps the 
situation, and one who will do all he can 
to help those unfortunate people who are 
suffering from plague or from famine. 
As has been said by my hon. friend, 
and as mentioned in the Queen’s Speech, | 


| ance. 


| which 


brought in which are of great import- 
There is the law governing limited 
liability companies, which my hon. friend 
has dealt with. I think it would not be 
wise that any legislation should be intro- 
duced which would prove of a vexatious 
character ; but at the same time, there is a 
crying need for legislation by way 
of amendment of the laws relating 
to limited liability companies. We 
have lately seen many prospectuses 
issued which have been a perfect dis- 
grace to those who sent them. Then 
there is an important Bill with regard 
to technical and secondary education 
is to come before this House. 
This is a measure which I think the vast 
majority of Members are greatly in- 
terested in. I presume the objects of 
the Bill will be to bring within the pro- 
vince of the Government so important a 
factor as secondary education; and I 
trust the Government will have the sup- 
port of the right hon. Gentleman the 


| Member for South Aberdeen, who has. 


done so much for secondary and commer- 
cial education, both by his Commission and 
also by his article in the North Aimerican 
Review, which has been so widely read 


There is also a measure to be introduced 


with reference to the Housing of the 
Working Classes; and I believe the 
whole of the House will agree with me 
that this is a very important Bill. It is 
one that demands our earnest attention. 
The evil of overcrowding, especially in the 
North of England, is great in  popu- 
lous areas ; and the powers of the local 
authorities must be so defined as will 
lead to the diminution of the evil in these 
areas. It appears to me that the 
remedy is a very simple one, and it is very 
desirable that the powers of the local 
authorities should be increased so that 
this crying evil shall be reduced to a 
minimum. Sir, with reference to the 
other Bills, I will not trouble the House 
with any remarks. I must ask you, 
however, to bear with me while I make 
a few remarks with regard to the war- 
In the closing year of a century which has 
been so conspicuous for the march of 
civilisation, and also for the development 
of our moral and religious progress, it 
secms to me sad that we should find our- 
selves involved in a great war, especially 
as but twelve months ago we were 
First Day. 
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warmly welcoming the rescript of the Tsar. 
At the same time, I believe the nation’s 


eyes are open at the present moment | 


to the fact that we are, as the right 
hon.Gentleman oppositesaid the otherday, 
“engaged in a just and necessary war.” I 
do not believe it is a war so much for the 
supremacy of British interests as it is a 
war for the supremacy of right and the 
suppression of wrong. I believe, Sir, 
that this war, which has been so disas- 
trous hitherto, will bear good fruit in the 
future. It was alleged not very long ago 
that this was a war of greed for territory 
and lust for gold. I think recent evidence 
has shown that this was not the case. I 
verily believe that the wishes of the 
Boers have never been to secure a peace- 
ful settlement of the difficulty, but 


to cverthrow the dominion of the Queen. | 


I do not propose on this occasion 
to deal with any of the criticisms 
which have been hurled at the Govern- 
ment over this controversy, because I do 
not consider it within my province to do 
so. It is not my duty to deal with contro- 
versial matters. Ido not speak for the 
Government, but I shall not be indulging 
in any indiscretion if I state in public 
that the last thing the Government 
desire to do is to conceal any know- 
ledge in 


certainly not be refused. It would not 
be within my province, nor would it be 
wise for me to speculate as to the future 
of South Africa; but as the whole 
policy of this country has been in the 
dlirection of the development of our colo 
nies, close knit by the closest ties, always 
under the national flag, I trust that the 
opportunity will arise, when this war has 
been brought to a conclusion in the only 


way that the nation will allow, when | 


peace has been restored, that the same 
blessings and advantages may be assured 
for all time to all the inhabitants of 


those unfortunate territories whose only | 
bar to progress has been that they have | 


been denied that equity of administra- 
tion and stability of rule which have been 
the crowning glory of every community 
over which our flag flies. Sir, in second- 


ing the Address | wish to note that Her | 
Majesty has expressed her | 


Gracious 
great gratification at the spontaneous 
loyalty of our colonies and the great 


bravery of our colonial troops in the | 
I think that we, as the | 


representatives of this nation, should| to welcome their intervention in our 


present struggle. 


Mr. H. P. Pease. 


{COMMONS} 


reference to this campaign, | 
and if a public inquiry is desired it: will | 
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re-echo that expression. We trust that 
the link which binds us will be more 
firmly welded together in the future and 
never be broken ; and we know that the 
memory of that spontaneous loyalty, self- 
sacrifice and devotion to Imperial in- 
terests will never die. 


Motion made and Question proposed — 


“Thatan humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth :-— 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 


Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Captain Prety- 
nun). 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I am confident that 
the whole House will join with me in 
congratulating the two hon. Members on 
the manner in which they have dis- 
charged the duty imposed upon them. 
The ability which they have shown and 
| the tone which they preserved were alike 
worthy of all praise. The hon. and 
gallant Member for the Woodbridge 
Division of Suffolk is one whom we 
always listen to with admiration and 
| with such a degree of pleasure as the 
peculiar character of his favourite topic 
allows us to experience. The hon. and 
_ gallant Gentleman is a past master in the 
law of death duties, not an exhilarating 
topic at the best, but now that bimetallism 
is dead and gone the death duties hold 
the field above all Parliamentary subjects 
in point of incomprehensibility, and | 
hope that when the hon. and _ gallant 
Gentleman next addresses us he will find 
|a theme of more interest for the general 
body of Members of the House. As _re- 
gards the hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down, he comes to us recommended 
by the memory of his father, for many 
years a respected Member of this House, 
;and he has the advantage not only of 
this inheritance but of the broader and 
more disengaged view of things which 
comes from belonging to a family which 


'is not tied by any lazy uniformity of 


political opinion. The hon. Members 
may be sure we shall always be pleased 
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debates. On the gracious Speech itself | 
I will only make this remark, that I have 
seldom known so little said in such a 
large number of words. But I make no 
complaint of it either on the ground of 
the paucity of its topics or the poverty of 
its promises for legislation. We are ina 
state of war, and as the war advances it 
seems to become more serious, more 
anxious, and even more critical, and I 
am not surprised that the Government 
turned away from the idea of proposing 
any formidable programme of legislative 
measures. The affairs of South Africa, 
political and military, will undoubtedly 
engage the attention of tltis Parliament 
to a very great extent, and the modest 
tale of legislative work which is promised 
to us—although I must say there are 
some very remarkable omissions from it 
—will, I believe, suftice for the energies 
of Parliament during this session. As 
to the measure promised for the federa- 
tion of certain Australian colonies, it will 
be received with the greatest satisfaction. 
We have long followed with interest and 
with hope the efforts made for this great 
and beneficial object, and if, after so long 
delay, this year sees that object accom- 
plished, I am sure there will be sincere 
rejoicing on all hands. The language of 
the paragraph relating to India does not 
at all exaggerate either the gravity of the 
situation or the regret and sympathy for 
the people of India which are universally 
felt in this country. That the calamity 
of famine should be superadded to 
the already existing scourge of plague is, 
indeed, a terrible misfortune; but we 
must hope that the measures taken by 
the capable officers of the Indian Govern- 
ment will enable them to cope with this 
difficulty and with this great evil. The 
last of those topics to which I would 
refer is the question of Samoa and Tonga, 
of which I will only say that we shall 
require further explanation of it before 
we can form a judgment upon it. Now 
I turn to that which is, after all, the 
subject uppermost in our minds. It is 
impossible for us to come together to-day 
without contrasting our position now 
with the circumstances under which we 
parted at the end of October. We had 
then only recently become involved in 
this war with the two South African 





Republics. The earliest engagements 
had been fought during the brief 


session of Parliament, and, brave as we 
knew our foemen to be, and formidable 
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as might be the nature of the country, the 
universal expectation was that we should 
soon have present in South Africa such a 
number of our troops as to enable them 
rapidly to advance into the interior 
and to clear the Queen’s dominions of 
the invader. Ah! I am afraid that our 
expectations are greatly sobered since 
that time. Week after week we have 
met—I have not the courage of the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman, and I hesitate to 
use the word “reverses ”—with checks 
and disappointments accompanied by 
deplorable loss of life, and now there is 
no apparent indication that we have 
advanced any practical step towards the 
attainment of the object in view. The 
enemy is in occupation at this moment 
of a larger extent of the Queen’s 
territory than he had then _ over- 
run, and although some of our forces 
have in certain quarters made consider- 
able advances, in every instance their 
further progress is stayed by the resist- 
ance of great bodies of men in situations 
all but impregnable. Our people have 
been subjected during the last three 
months to a most severe test and trial, 
a trial, let me say in passing, which has not 
been made at all easier for them by the 
scrappy and imperfect manner, in some 
cases apparently the reluctant manner, 
and in others the perplexing manner, 
with which news has been communicated 
to them. Now, it is unnecessary, and if 
we wish to retain the goodwill of anybody 
in the world it is surely most undesirable, 
that we should pursue a_ practice 
which we have too often been in the 
habit of pursuing—namely, imputing to 
ourselves a larger share of manly virtues 
than our neighbours possess. But there 
is one thing we can do without offence to 
anyone—we may compare ourselves with 
ourselves, and, going back over our long 
history, as once and again we have come 
through perils and disaster greater than 
these, borne with courage and composure, 
so now I think we may say that our 
people in this instance and in this severe 
ordeal have not fallen short of the high 
traditions of our nation. The courage 


and fortitude of the British soldier 
were never more conspicuous than 
in this war, and when I speak 


of his courage and fortitude I wish to 
associate with him his comrades who are 
sons of the colonies, whether African, 
American, or Australian, and who have 
shown not only equal qualities of a 
First Day. 
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military kind, but an _ extraordinary 
aptitude forthe particular kind of warfare 
in which they are engaged. And, on the 


other hand, on their side the British | 


people have sustained their character by 
the generally calm, equal, and determined 
mind which they have been able to pre- 
serve under heavy trials and anxieties. 
I think it is but right—and the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman eloquently dis- 
charged his part of this—it is but right 
that the House of Commons should make 
a full and grateful recognition of these 
facts, and we should not do justice to our 
feelings if we did not also express our 
(leep sorrow for the sufferings endured by 
our gallant countrymen in the field and 
by their anxious relatives at home, and 
also our heartfelt sympathy with all who 
are mourning the loss of those dear to 
them. In vet another matter I think 
we shall be all of one mind. We ean all 
appreciate and admire the fine spirit of 
gallantry and devotion which have led 
numbers of our countrymen within the 
last two or three weeks to spontaneously 
otter their services for the war. I think 
we shall have to be informed of the 
reasons which have necessitated this 
unusual method of reinforcing our Army 
ix South Africa by transforming one kind 
of force into another kind of force, and 
by employing for the purposes of active 
service at the other side of the world 
members of our domestic Army of 
defence. We shall also probably be told 
under what authority, statutory or other, 
all this has been done. But while these 
are questions which are natural and proper 
to be asked, and while they will neces- 
sarily be answered, there will be no 
discord whatever in our note of 
admiration for the men _ themselves 
who have answered to the call. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman said he 
was glad that he was on common ground. 
Now, Sir, [ wish to keep on common 
ground as long as possible between the 
two sides of the House, and for a moment 
more I am able to do so. I repeat, on 
my own part and on behalf of those for 
whom I am entitled to speak, our 
readiness to support the prosecution of 
this war with vigour and with unstinted 
means, in order that as rapidly as possible 
the integrity of the Queen’s dominions 
may be vindicated and a successful issue 
attained. For that purpose I imagine 
there will be no difficulty in obtaining 


the additional supplies that may prove to 


Str H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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be necessary. But when I pass to 
another part of this great subject, I am 
sorry to say my agreement with Her 
Majesty's Government ceases. When | 
look to the circumstances antecedent to 
the war, when I consider the conception 
that Her Majesty’s Government appear to 
have formed from their very first accession 
to oftice of the proper spirit in which to 
approach this great South African problem, 
when I contemplate the tone and temper 
with which they conducted their nego- 


‘tiations not only with the Transvaal 


Republic but with our Dutch fellow- 
subjects at the Cape, and when, further, 
I see the evidence now before us of the 
narrowness of their provision of the 


military requirements arising out of 
hostilities-hostilities which their policy 


made possible, and which their mode of 
furthering their policy made probable 

then I am constrained to open condemna- 
tion of their administration of affairs. 
I believe that this feeling is largely 
shared in the House, and that being 
so Iam glad that my noble friend near 


{me will to-night make a motion which 


will give us all an opportunity te 
express and to record our opinion on this 
momentous subject. Now, let me antici- 
pate one argument which possibly may be 
used. We shall be told that this is not 
the time for criticism. Are we to be 
told that when we are all patriotically 
united in supporting the war, criticism is 
out of place, and that our objections, how- 
ever serious, ought to be deferred until the 
war is over! That is a theory which | 
altogether repudiate and dispute. This 
is the very time for effective criticism, 
and those of us who wish to disclaim re- 
sponsibility for the policy of the Govern- 
ment must and ought to do so now; and 
I need hardly point out that the con- 
venient season of which we hear so much 
might never occur, or when it did come 
the matter would be stale and unprofit- 
able. An ingenious friend of mine, well 
known to everyone in the House, referring 
to this subject the other day, described 
to me the sort of thing that would pro- 
hably occur. In a homely metaphor he 
spoke of it as ‘mustard after dinner.” I 
am bound to say that although this theory 
is urged strongly in the press and else- 
where on the supporters of the Govern- 
ment, those supporters are in this matter, 
as I suspect they often are in other 
matters, more loyal than the King. I 
must admit that right hon. Gentlemen 
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opposite, so far from deprecating criticism, 
have openly invited it. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Barrour, Man- 
chester, E.): Hear, hear. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
In this the Colonial Secretary has acted 
in accordance with opinions which he 
expressed many years ago. I have found 
some language of his—-and by quoting it 
I pay the right hon. Gentleman the 
greatest compliment I can pay him; it 
is no tu quogue, but, on the contrary, it 
shows how the right hon. Gentleman 
preserves an even mind in this matter 
in the report of a debate almost exactly 
analogous to this. It wasin 1878. Does 
the right hon. Gentleman object! 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Oh, no. 


Sir H. CAMPBELI,BANNERMAN : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman object to 
it as being too recent or too far back? I 
will give him the choice of the evils. 
These are the words used by him in 
1878— 


“Some hon. Members have invented a con- 
venient theory by which opposition is silenced 
in the presence of foreign complications. If 
we attempt discussion before war breaks out 
we are hampering the Government in negotia- 
tions and endangering peace. If we wait till 
the war is upon us, then it is said that in an 
unpatriotic way we are dividing the country 
in the presence of the enemy ; while if we 
postpone discussion until the war is over, we 
are told we are guilty of futile fault-finding 
and unnecessary retrospection. The thing, in 
fact, comes to this—that it is not the busmess 
of the House of Commons or the people to ex- 
press an opinion on foreign affairs. This 
should be left to the responsible advisers of the 
Crown.” 


That is a complete answer to all those 
tirades in the newspapers challenging our 
conduct to which we have been ac- 
customed, and I quote it because it shows 
how consistent the right hon. Gentleman 
can be when he chooses. Now, Sir, 
having disposed of that preliminary 


objection, and looking back over the 4} 
years during which the present Govern- 
ment have had charge of this matter—4} 
years which I cannot think they them- 
selves can contemplate with much pride, 
certainly have not yet 


and which 
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culminated in a triumph, looking back 
upon them—-I find that the key-note of the 


' whole history is to be found in the phrase 


used by my right hon. friend the Member 
for East Fife a few weeks ago, when he 
said that the negotiations were poisoned 
by suspicion. I will not go into the 
circumstances which may have created, if 
they did not fully justify, the intense 
suspicion which the Boers entertained of 
designs againsttheir independence. I mere- 
ly state the fact that the suspicion existed 
and exists. Surely that is indisputable: 
It has become a suspicion, not so much 
against us, not so much against our 
Government, not so much even against 
the Imperial authorities at the Cape, as 
against certain powerful personages who 
are supposed to be extremely influential 
in this matter, and who, either in pursuit 
of their own personal pecuniary advantage 
or in following some ambitious scheme, 
did desire to break in upon the integrity 
and independence of the South African 
Republic. The Boers were right if they 
did not direct their suspicions in a great 
degree against the people: of this. countay, 
because the mass of ordinary Englishmen 
had no desire to take either an inch of 
their territory or an item of their liberties 
from them. The ordinary Englishmaa. 
wished to see the States and colonies of 
South Africa living in harmony andi 
peace among themselves. But no one 
can deny that the Boers had ground for 
suspicion from the quarter to which they 
mainly directed their attention. Who 
can doubt, Sir, that the wise course for a 
Minister to take was to avoid every 
step that could possibly aggravate or 
encourage that suspicion, to disclaim not 
only connivance in or knowledge of any 
designs against their independence, but 
to disclaim approbation of or sympathy 
with the authors of those designs, and. 
thus to pave the way to a better under- 
standing ! Why should we take so much 
trouble, why should we go out of our way, 
why should we go almost any length in 
order t9 establish more confident relations: 
with the Boer Republic? I have often 
heard them spoken of as a little State 
on our borders, in some degree, more 
or less, independent, with which we 
were unfortunately engaged in contro- 
versy, but whose friendship was not, after 
all, very material to us. But that is a 
total mistake. This is a community not 
only with a racial affinity to our own 
fellow subjects, but almost in solidarity 
First Day. 
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with them by reason of intermarriage and 
constant intercommunication. Seeing 
that, as it has been well said, the Dutch 
-and the English must live together at the 
‘Cape, surely the first thing to do is to 
take this root of bitterness away from 
among them. My complaint against the 
right hon. Gentleman is that, so far from 
this evil having been mitigated under 
his guidance, it has actually’ been 
materially increased. I have referred to 
the dictum—and a very wise @ictum—-that 
the Dutch and English must live together 
at the Cape, and even after your negotia- 
tions and after your war, whatever the 
result may be, they must live together. 
3ut there are other grounds on which I 
‘annot give my confidence to the right 
hon. Gentleman, and again I invoke the 
ordinary Englishman who may he taken 
as expressing in a complete form the 
national conscience and to some extent 
the national intelligence, and I affirm 
that, whatever his feelings may be at this 
moment with the war upon us, in quiet 
times the ordinary Englishman has no 
desire whatever that men of British 
descent should lord it over men of Dutch 
descent, and he has just as little desire 
that men of Duteh descent should lord it 
over men of English descent. That the 
Imperial authority should he maintained 
as the supreme authority we are all 
agreed. But in the individual States the 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite and their 
supporters have found a most con- 
venient formula in talking of equal rights 
for white men. Well, I am glad to 
find the party opposite are so anxious 
for equal rights among white men. 
When they have done with it in South 
Africa perhaps they will kindly transfer 
that doctrine to this country, where 
there are many instances in which it 
could be applied. But the value of equal 
rights for white men, when you have 
attained them, depends very much upon 
the way in which they are used; and I 
find now that the organs of public 
opinion in South Africa which have sup- 
ported and incited the policy of the 
Government from the first are hinting at 
the suspension of the Constitution of 
Cape Colony. Why ? Because the 
Dutch have a majority in it. They 
claim openly—I have read articles and 
letters to that effect—that when the ar- 
rangements after a successful war are 
made there should he some re-arrange- 
ment of the boundaries, or in some other 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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way a contrivance should be made which 
would secure them from such a catas- 
trophe in the future as a Dutch majority 
at the Cape. Do not let it be supposed 
for a moment that I do right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite the dishonowr of supposing 
that they have any personal sympathy 
with any such monstrous proposals as 
these, but I assert that their policy has 
heen infected by this spirit, and that too 
little consideration has heen shown from 
first to last with the loyal Dutch in the 
colony, whose good faith and friendliness 
have been put to a strain beyond all 
measure ; and also I say that under the 
régime of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Ministers of Cape Colony, who are as 
much Ministers of the Queen as_ he 
is, have been treated with a cool- 
ness little calculated to allay doubts and 
fears, and also little calculated to retain 
that good feeling which is essential, not 
only for good government generally, but 
especially for any satisfactory settlement 
of the future of South Africa. Sir, | 
have thought it right frankly to give these 
broad indications of two of the principal 
grounds upon which I say I am opposed 
to the general policy of Her Majesty's 
Government. But I am well aware that 
this is not the part of the subject which 
the public cares most about just now. It 
is the war, the course of the war, and the 
provision made for the effective prosecu- 
tion of the war, in which the country is 
interested at this moment. Now, in 
regard to these we had no opportunity of 
obtaining much insight into the Minis- 
terial mind when Parliament was sitting 
in October, but the recess, with its 
speeches, has brought us enlightenment, 
and we have gone on from astonishment 
to astonishment. It would be interesting 
to trace, if we could, the phases of feeling 
and of opinion in the Ministerial mind as 
disclosed by what we have been told 
during the recess. To begin with, there 
is the initial and rudimentary question 

Was there to be war at all? It is now 
said that war was inevitable. That is 
obviously an ex post facto opinion. Some 
right hon. Gentlemen object to being 
saddled with an afterthought, so 1 will 
express very much the same thing in a 
more formal manner. If it was not an 
er post facto opinion they would be hope- 
lessly condemned, because if, during last 
summer, they thought war was inevitable, 
and yet they went on with their negotia- 
tions in the way they did, and pursued 
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them in the manner they did, then I do 
not hesitate to say, putting aside alto- 
vether the disrespectful manner in which 
they treated this House and the country, 
that they ought on that hypothesis to be 
hurled from power. No, they did not 
know it ; they could not have known it. 
Then did they look upon the war as 
probable? What I say of that is, that 
there was nothing whatever in the 
merits of the question with which they 
were dealing in their controversy with 
the Transvaal in which could he found a 
asus belli, and if there was no reason for 
war, equally there was no reason for 
special military preparations. I do not 
think this will be denied, because there is 
surely no one who says we ought to have 
gone to war on the question of seven or 
five years residence before you could 
acquire the right of enfranchisement in 
the South African Republic. I put 
that aside from the principle altogether. 
Therefore there was nothing to justify 
war, and nothing to justify preparations 
for war. That is a thing which in the 
course of last summer I repeated two or 
three times. [ hold the opinion still. But 
if I was careful to say what I did as to 
preparations for war —that there was 
nothing to justify ‘it then—the reason 
was that | wished, if possible, to stop the 
practice which the Government were 
pursuing of sending out week after week 
small detachments of men, small driblets 
of force, which were certain to spoil their 
negotiations and lead to irritation, certain 
to throw doubt and discredit upon their 
professions of a sincere desire for a peace- 
ful issue, and yet were ludicrously insufti- 
cient, absolutely futile, idle, trivial, and 
trumpery if they were intended to lend 
any substantial strength to the garrisons 
of the colony. If the object of the 
Government in sending out these small 
forces week after week was to give 
strength to the colony, then all I can say 
is that they must have known, or if they 
did not know they ought to have known, 
for they had the means, and they alone 
had the means of knowing, that it was a 
perfectly ludicrous measure to take from 
that point of view. And, therefore, we are 
driven to the conclusion that all they did 
was done with a view to frightening and 
coercing the Boers into submission. A 
more ludicrous conception of their 


antagonists and a more complete miscal- 
culation of the case we have never seen 
in any history. If, on this point of 
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escaping war, the Government’s idea was,, 
and I believe it was, that they could 
frighten the Boers, and that the Boers: 
did not really wish, and were not really 
ready, to go to war, then I shoutd like to 
know who advised them in that matter,. 
and who was it from whom only they 
could derive that impression. Was it 
our official representatives in any part of 
the Cape, or was it again those evil 
geniuses who have been hanging behind 
them al] along, and to whose influence 
and advice we believe they were too 
ready to listen? We find that they were 
wrong as to the war, because they 
thought that there would be no war, and 
there is war. That is quite sutticient. 
They were wrong in their expectations. 
Then the next question which arose was 
this, [f it comes to war, with whom shall 
we have to fight? Early in October there 
was a day of sad surprise for the First 
Lord of the Treasury when he opened his 
morning newspaper-—if he ever does open 
his morning newspaper-—and was obliged 
to exclaim, “What an extraordinary 
thing. The Orange Free State are join- 
ing the Boers. I should have sooner ex- 
pected a declaration of war from Switzer- 
land!” Sir, what a frame of mind ; what 
an estimate of known facts ; and what a 
depth of false information does this dis- 
close ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 


my opinion, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If it is not the right hon. Gentleman’s 
opinion, he has very much misled every- 
body who has read his speeches. It is a 
great part of the case put forward by the 
Government that they did not expect the 
Free State would go to war. I say, first 
of all, there was the fact of the treaty of 
alliance between the two States, as to which 
there was no secret; but, putting that 
formal instrument aside, what is the case ? 
The Government of the Free State had 
always been anxious to maintain peace, 
and they had exerted themselves with the 
greatest energy and ability in endeavour- 
ing to assist to a peaceful solution of the 
difficulty between us and the Transvaal. 
But if it came to a war in which the 
independence of the Boer Republic was 
to be staked, apart altogether from the 
question of blood affinity and the almost 
interchangeable character of the two com- 
munities, is it not natural that the Govern- 
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ment of the Free State would say, “ How 
shall we be left when this ends in the 
loss of their independence by the Boer 
Republic? We shall find ourselves one 
solitary State in South Africa, to be the 


next prey to the machinations of the very | 


men to whom the Boers are now falling 
victims” ? So far from being a cause for 
surprise, that was a most natural con- 
clusion for them to come to. Their 
lecision was one which I for one greatly 
deplored, but which at least caused me no 
surprise whatever. On this subject I can 
quote to the First Lord of the Treasury 
the opinion expressed by a most shrewd 
observer a few years ago, who was ex- 
plaining what he thought it was. reason- 
able to expect in the case of a war 
between the Boers and ourselves in South 
Africa. He said— 


“Lord Salisbury no doubt has been con- 
sistent. He was in favour of the war in Zulu- 
land. He was in favour of the annexation of 
the Transvaal. He was in favour of maintain- 
ing the occupation of that country by foree, 
even after it had become apparent that the 
annexation itself had been made on false 
information. If the Orange Free State had, 
as would most probably have been the case, 
joined with the Transvaal Boers, no doubt 
Lord Salisbury would have declared war upon 
it too, and if then the whole Duteh population 
of the Cape had risen Lord Salisbury would 
have, with a light heart, led this country into 
a war more serious in its consequences, more 
certain to be fruitless of good results, than any 
war in which we have been engaged since we 
tried to compel the allegiance of the American 
colonies.” 


If the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Colonial Secretary wished to form a 
judgment on what would be the probable 
action of the Free State they should have 
read some of the earlier speeches of Mr. 
Chamberlain. Now, again I say, if the 
Government did not expect that the Free 
State would join the Boers against us, 
who advised them to that effect! Whose 
opinion was it on which they formed 
their judgment? Well, Sir, it comes to 
this, that the Government were mistaken 
as to the outbreak of war, and they were 
mistaken as to our antagonists in the war. 
Let us now see if they were more accurate 
in their foresight with regard to the re- 
«juirements for the war. Sir, the outside 
world, in which I include all persons not 
in the inner circle of ofticialdom, were 
startled beyond measure when they 
found what the enormous military 
strength of the Boers was. There are 
controversies on this subject as to the 
Sir H. Comphe I-Bannerman. 
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time during which and the purposes for 
which those great armaments were re- 
quired. But at present I put those con- 
troversies on one side, because I am 
dealing with the fact only that those 
armaments did exist. We see the number 
of men that they can put into the field ; 
/we see the abundance and excellence of 
the munitions of war, the military 
weapons, both great and small, which 
they have accumulated. The point | 
wish to push is, was the Government 
‘aware or not, say in the middle of 
last summer, of these great military 
‘resources of the Boers? Had _ the 
Intelligence Department of the War 
| Office information on the subject ? Did 
they know how many combatants the 
Boers could count upon ; did they know 
of all the modern guns from Essen and 
Creusot, the Mauser rifles, and so forth ! 
I should be much surprised if the Intelli- 
gence Department of the War Office, 
which is manned by capable ofticers and 
is always active and alert, did not know 
and was not in possession of the whole 
of this information in great detail. There 
was nothing of a surreptitious character 
about the acquirement of these munitions 
of war. I have heen told—I cannot 
vouch for the correctiiess of it—that some 
of these great guns of which we stand so 
much in awe now were actually: landed in 
Cape Town and passed up through the 
streets of Cape Town on their way to 
Pretoria. That was not surreptitious. 
But at all events we had ow agents, 
military and civil, on the spot, and [ 
should be altogether surprised if [ am in- 
formed that the Intelligence Department 
of the War Office did not know every fact 
about them. It would bea serious matter 
if they did not. We may almost take it 
as certain thatthey did ; but ask the ques: 
tion. Well, then, did the Intelligence De- 
partment communicate this information to 
the Commander-in-Chief ? Did he duly 
convey it to the Secretary of State? Did 
the Secretary of State dutifully submit it 
to the Cabinet Committee of Defence 

that Aulic Council which the present 
Government has set up for the purpose of 
overriding the decisions of the Seeretary 
of State for War and watering down his 
responsibility ! The supreme apex of this 
hierarchical edifice is the Duke of Devon- 
shire. Did the Duke of Devonshire 
receive the information and snatch a few 
moments from his educational functions 
in order to communicate it to his col- 
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league, the Colonial Secretary, who was 
busy at that moment putting as many 
pin pricks as he could into the letgers and 
speeches, with the help of which he was 
conducting his negotiations with the 
Transvaal Government ? But if the Lord 
President did not receive the information, 
where did it stop in that hierarchical 
chain which I have deseribed ? That isa 
plain question which requires a plain 
answer, and I hope we shall have one. 
Again, it is a matter of common report 
that General Butler, Commander of the 
Forces in South Africa, sent home a 
minute, or despatch, or some document 
in which he set forth his view of the 
military situation, of the forces required 
to be employed, and the disposition 
which should be given to that force. Sir 
W. Butler is an excellent soldier, and 
also he is a man who, in previous years, 
had acquired a familiar acquaintance with 
South Africa. He was recalled and 
covered with obloquy, because it was 
helieved be had been running counter to 
the policy of the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Be- 
cause he was an Irish gentleman and a 
Catholic. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Will these papers of his be produced ? 
Sir, we are entitled to demand that they 
shall be produced, and no excuse of the 
custom of the service or any excuse of 
that kind will avail, for it is to the 
interest of the country that the truth 
should be known. Now, on this question 
of the military resources of the Boers and 
the steps taken by the Government to 
meet them, the First Lord of the Treasury 
has been, as we might well expect, most 
fertile in explanations. The first plea of 
the First Lord to which I will refer was 
that the Government knew no more than 
“the man in the street,” on which | 
would only say--and it is a sufficient 
reply—-that if that were so it means a 
grave neglect of duty on the part of the 
Government, a grave neglect of the 
means and appliances for information 
with which they are furnished. But he 


has another plea, which is that they 
knew of the development of the military 
strength of the Boers, but that they could 
not venture to remonstrate with them 
because of the unfortunate Jameson raid, 
which furnished the excuse and _ pretext 
for them. 


I leave the House to reconcile 
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these two pleas, which answer each other. 
The third plea is that the Government 
hoped that a settlement of the franchise 
question would tide over the vear, and 
then at the end of the year—he did not 
tell us what would occur ; he left us quite 
in the dark, but at the end of the 
year the Boers would be weaker 
and we should he stronger. But the 
last plea to which I will refer is the most 
astounding and the least admissible of 
all ; it is the perfectly baseless plea—and 
to my astonishment the Secretary for the 
Colonies joins in it—-that if the Govern- 
ment had come to the House of Com- 
mons and had proposed an adequate 
strengthening of the garrison they would 
not have had the support of the House of 
Commons. [AN Hon. MEMBER: Shame ! | 
I give to that assertion the — flattest 
contradiction. I say that right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite are not entitled 
to impute either to us of the Opposition 
or to their own followers, who were ex- 
pressly included in the imputation, any 
such conduct. If they had come to the 
Honse of Commons and had given us, 
who were entirely ignorant of it, an 
adequate idea of the great disproportion 
between the military strength of the 
3oers and the garrisons and defences of 
the colonies, and had asked for powers, 
they would have received those powers 
from this House. If they had not 
received them it would have been their 
clear duty, in the interests of the Empire 
and of the colonists, of those men to 
whom the hon. and gallant Member 
opposite very properly referred, the in- 
habitants of Natal, who have suffered so 
much from the war—in the interests of 
all these they were bound, in order to 
show that when they could not discharge 
their duty they failed to fulfil their posi- 
tion—they were bound to resign their 
ottice. But here, by the use of this plea 

habemus confitentem reum——we have them 
confessing that which we are seeking to 
know, whether it is true or not—that, for 
fear of Parliamentary complications and 
difficulties, they were content to leave 
the colonies with this great avalanche of 
Boer power impending over them. But 
not only so, they chose that particular 
moment to enter upon and push with 
great acerbity a controversy with the 
Boer Government which was almost 
certain to start the avalanche, just as a 
pistol shot will start an avalanche in the 
Alps, and which has, as a matter of fact, 
First Daye 
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brought the avalanche down. I think I 
have dealt with the leading excuses and 
pleas, andI think the First Lord of the 
Treasury will find it necessary to give 
some explanation more consistent and 
reasonable than he has yet been able to 
offer to us. I have only a few more 
words to say, and they will take the form, 
as a good deal of what I have been saying 
has taken the form, of questions, and they 
have regard to the actual conduct of the 
war. I! was delighted, everyone was 
delighted, to find that certain members of 
the Government qualified to speak said, in 
effect, that the generals were to have a free 
hand. I never expected that the home 
Government or any membews of it would 
interfere with any general in the field. 
They knew better. The First Lord of the 
Treasury has spoken of the ‘“ entangle- 
ment” of Ladysmith. Now that is a 
remarkable and significant word. It is 
not “accident,” not ‘ disappointment,” 
not even “embarrassment,” but “en- 
tanglement.” 
taken hold of by something which against 
our will and intention prevents our 
freedom of movements. What anyone 
can see is that the position of Sir G. 
White with a large force at Ladysmith 


has had a most important effect—I will 
not use any stronger word—upon the 


campaign ; that it has had the effect of 
altering altogether the original plan of 
military operations. We are aware from 
the despatch of Sir G. White that the 


occupation of Glencoe and Dundee was | 


determined upon under the advice and at 
the instance of the civil Governor of 
Natal, and [ wish to ask, in the first 
place, was that so, and was that step 
taken after consultation in any way with 
authorities at home? Was it sanctioned 
by the Government at home, and was the 
sanction of military authorities at home 
received before a conclusion was arrived 
at? Then [ wish to ask, secondly, 
whether the accumulation of stores at 
Ladysmith and the detention of a large 
body of troops there were in any degree 
subject to similar influence? My last 
question is whether it was of his own 
accord and on purely military grounds 
that Sir Redvers Buller himself abandoned 
his original intention and went to Natal, 
taking a large force with him? I need 


hardly say that, while there should be | 


desire in time of war to leave generals 
free to obey their own judgment, yet if 
there are extraordinary reasons for inter- 
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| fering with that freedom, then the inter- 
‘ference had better come from the respon- 


sible Government at home than take place 
on the opinions and views of a colonial 
Government. Now I have concluded 
what I have to say, and I trust the right 
hon. Gentleman will pardon my many 
questions, though I cannot expect uni- 
versal or general concurrence in the views 
I have expressed. I have merely stated 
my own views on certain points, but I 
believe there are many of these questions 
I have thought it my duty to raise which 
the whole country expected would he 
raised, and the whole country awaits the 
answers with anxiety. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am far from 
complaining, ‘sir, either of the number of 
questions the right hon. Gentleman has 
put to me, the character of those questions, 
or the tone in which he put them, and I 
propose to deal with those questions, if 
the House will allow me, at, [ hope, not 
inadequate length. Before, however, I 
come to the main part of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attack, for attack it was, I 
join with him in congratulating my two 
hon. friends behind me upon the skill and 
success with which they have carried out 
the difficult and delicate task entrusted 
to them. The task is always difficult 
and always delicate, and when the House 
meets in so grave a position of public 
affairs and in an inevitable mood of 


sadness brought about by the loss of so 


many valuable lives, a heavier burden is 
thrown upon the mover and seconder of 
the Address than on an ordinary occasion. 
My two hon. friends, while not refusing 
to touch adequately our programme of 
legislation, have in the main confined 
their attention to that single, all-absorbing 
topic of which each one of us, and 
certainly not least Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, think day and night—I mean the 


war. The speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, 


following, and rightly following, their 
example, was occupied with the same 
great theme, and to-night I shall be com- 
pelled by the turn the debate has taken 
to dwell upon criticisms upon what has 
happened before I turn to the more 
absorbing topic of what still remains to 
be done. But if I dwell, in reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman, chiefly on the 
past and say nothing about the future, 
I hope the House will not think on that 
account that we, the Government, are not 
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far more concerned with that future than 
we are With any mere party conflict in 
this House, or with the task of defending 
ourselves against a criticism which, | 
venture to think, is singularly unfair in 
its character, but which, whether unfair 
or not, does little harm to those against 
whom it is directed ; and, if it did do 
harm, that harm would be insignificant, 
immaterial, negligible in comparison with 
the great national issue we are called 
upon to face. The right hon. Gentleman, 
ina sentence which began with the true 
patriotic ring, told us that he and those 
for whom he speaks were determined to 
support the war by every means in their 
power, so long—as I understood him—so 
long as that war was confined to driving 
invaders from Her Majesty’s dominions. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The words I used were that we would 
support the war, the vigorous prosecution 
of the war, or something to that effect, 
in order as rapidly as possible to vindi- 
cate the integrity of the Queen’s dominions 
and attain a successful issue. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am glad I 
gave the right hon. Gentleman an oppor- 
tunity of repeating, and of repeating, so 
far as my memory goes, with perfect 
accuracy, that somewhat cryptic but most 
important announcement of policy. The 
right hon. Gentleman, as obviously he 
was bound to do, carefully considered the 
terms in which that announcement was 
made, and [| think he was right. I 
interpret it, and [ think the country will 
probably interpret that announcement, as 
indicating that the right hon. Gentleman 
promises his support should he be in 
Opposition, and even more effectually by 
his policy should he be in power, towards 
prosecuting the war so long as we are 
engaged in repelling invasion, but that he 
declines to commit himself, he declines 
deliberately to commit himself to any 
statement indicating that, in so far as he 
can exercise any control over the destinies 
of the country, the war shall proceed 
mtil we make ourselves absolutely 
supreme over the whole region of South 
Africa. Well, the right hon. Gentleman 
does not contradict my inference. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Now I know how to do it. You take a 


sentence your opponent has used, you 
misstate it-—|‘‘ No, no.”|—let hon. and 
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‘right hon. Gentlemen keep _ their 
equanimity—you misstate it, and then, 
when your opponent rises to give 
the exact words used, you express 
satisfaction that you have given him 
the opportunity of .doing a thing he 
was under no necessity to do, and then 
put an entirely new, and an_ en- 
tirely different construction on what was 
said, reading into it anything you like, 
and then when your opponent is tired 
of getting up and sits still, then you say, 
“judging by his silence, I am not mis- 
representing him.” The right hon. Gen- 
tleman will not succeed either in reading 
into my words anything not there, or in 
driving me to say anything I do not 
desire to say. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry 
failed to satisfy the right hon. gentleman. 
I can assure him he has entirely satisfied 


me. I want no more than what he has 
told us. I have given him the oppor- 


tunity of saying, if he wished to say it, 
that he intends, in so far as he ean, to 
aid the war, in Opposition or in the 
Government, until that conclusion is 
reached to which I have referred, the 
complete supremacy of Great Britain in 
South Africa. I have given him the 
opportunity for saving that, and he has 
declined to say it. 

We seek 


An Hon. MEMBER: 


territory. 


no 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Perhaps I may remind the right hon. 
Gentleman of another passage, to the 
effect that we were all agreed that the 
Imperial authority must be the supreme 
authority in South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not wish 
to pursue the controversy. I will not 
say I have every reason to be satisfied, 
for I confess it comes to me with some- 
what a shock of surprise and dismay that 
there should be this doubt of what is 
meant by active support of the war. 
Well, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman pro- 
ceeded to make an attack upon the 
diplomacy pursued by the Government, 
and in particular by my right hon. friend 
the Secretary for the Colonies, during 
the last five years. He called it inflicting 
pin-pricks, he used a great many hard 
words in regard to it, and he indicated, 
not for the first time, that in his opinion 
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it was that diplomacy, the want of dex- 
terity of that diplomacy, the rough- 
ness of that diplomacy, which caused, 
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and which alone caused, the  out- 
break of hostilities between the 
Boer Republics and ourselves. I have | 


several observations to make upon that 
matter. In the first place, this diplomacy 
has been before the country all these 
years, and the right hon. Gentleman has 
been in a position not merely to make an 
occasional Parliamentary criticism, but to 
eall the whole policy in question by a 
vote of censure. I do not remember that 
that ever was done. 
night—strengthened hy the checks which 
this country has received in the field. 
The right hon. Gentleman feels himself in 
a position to do that which, by his own 


It is to be done to- | 
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cisms of the war, made one further attack 
on my right hon. friend—well, I do not 
know whether it was an attack on my 
right hon. friend, but I presume it was an 
attack on the Government or some ser- 
vant of the Government. He said that 
in certain un-named Cape newspapers 
articles had been appearing in which it 
was suggested that when the war was 
successfully terminated the Constitution 
of Cape Colony should be suspended and 
the Dutch population should be put under 
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the heel of the English-speaking 
population. Well, I have not the 
least doubt that the right hon. 


Gentleman has accurately quoted those 
newspapers, though he did not tell 
us what they were, but may I 


‘ask how we are responsible for these 


account, he ought to have done any time , 
that the object of the war, or one result 


during the course of the last five years. 
I doubt whether the move will be more 
successful to-night than it would have 
been on any of these previous occasions, 
but on that matter I may have to say a 
word directly. But, still limiting myself 
to this attack on my right hon. friend’s 
diplomacy, I refer the right hon. Gentle- 
man to the Boers themselves, who have 
given an account—which at all events 
should commend itself to the right hon. 
Gentleman—of the causes which have 
produced these international difficulties. 
They do not stop at the year 1895, they 
have nothing to do with drafting the 
Amendment which is to be moved to-night 
by the noble Lord on that bench, they 
go right back through one British 


Administration after another, including | 


all the Administrations of which the right 


hon. Gentleman has been an ornament. | 


It has been the continuous course of that 
diplomacy right back from the beginning, 
for twenty or thirty vears for twenty 
years at least—-it has been the course of 
that diplomacy for twenty years, not 
what my right hon, friend has done or 
said in the last three or four years, which 
has at last brought to a culmination the 
controversy between the two nations or 
the two races. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman on reflection will feel that his- 
vory did not begin in 1895, though amend- 
ments have begun in reference to events 
since 1895, and that if he wants to study 
the causes which have led to the present 
state of things, the historic causes, he 
must of necessity go back into more 
distant days. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman, before coming to his criti- 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


utterances ? What have we said to suggest 


of the war, is to produce inequality ? 
Where have we said that the triumph of 
British arms is to be marked by the 
diminution of civil liberty? Sir, we 
have said, and we have said continuously 
and consistently, exactly the reverse. 
Whatever the right hon. Gentleman may 
choose to say with regard to South 
African journalists, I do beg that he 
will not interpolate his criticism on that 
body of men into an indictment of her 
Majesty’s Government. We have not 
very much time before us, but I may 
incidentally observe that the right hon. 
Gentleman, who was very angry with me 
just now for giving the substance of his 
words before an audience which heard 
the words, and before the speaker of the 
words, who could correct me, quoted—no, 
not quoted, that is not what he has heen 
doing, he has been attacking my right 
hon. friend for this or that want of tact and 


‘discretion in his despatches—he quoted 


not one single syllable in this House in 
support of that indictment, nor do I 
believe that such quotations could be made. 
The right hon. Gentleman leftthe question 
of diplomacy and came to the more 
absorbing topic, and, as I think, the far 
more relevant topic, of the conduct of the 
war, and, if I understood him rightly, he 
declared it was a monstrous heresy to 
assert that the war was an inevitable war. 
I understood the right hon. Gentleman to 
attack us for having said that, as the up- 
shot and conclusion of all these negotia- 
tions, we could not conceal from ourselves 
now that the war probably was an in- 
evitable war. Well, it is not only the 
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Ministerial mind which has taken this ! 


curious twist, but the minds of some of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s nearest friends 
and most devoted colleagues. I believe 
Lord Rosebery has taken this view; I 
believe the Member for Haddingtonshire 
has committed himself to such a state- 
ment; I rather think the Member for 
East Fife has committed himself to a 
similar statement; and 1 almost think 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Wolverhampton and the hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Berwick 
Division have spoken in similar language. 
All those persons have, as far as I can 
discover, gone through the same phases of 
opinion on this subject as the Government 
have gone through. We believed up to a 
very late date, not only that war could 
be avoided, but that probably war would 
he avoided. But on looking back over 
the whole history of the transactions, and 
on comparing subsequent statements made 
by Boer authorities, we have come to the 
conclusion that from the very beginning 
the Boer Government did not mean to 
make those concessions which, if they 
were not made, we always knew must 
lead to hostilities between the two 
countries. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
It is a strange request I am going to’ 
make of him, but would the right hon. 
Gentleman be good enough to repeat his 
statement ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It may be discourteous. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, no; I 
assure the right hon. Gentleman it is not. 
What I said was that he had been eriti- 
cising us for taking the view towards the 
end, or after the close of the diplomatic 
transections, that war was inevitable, 
having held before that a different opinion. 
Iwent on to say that that was not an 
eccentricity of the Members sitting on 
this bench alone, but that the same, 
phases of opinion had been gone through, 
in the same order as I understood it, by 
a great many distinguished gentlemen 
closely connected with the right hon. 
Gentleman upon that bench. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
No, no; I meant the statement in regard 
to the Boer Government. 


{30 JANUARY 1900} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I, at least, 


never entertained any doubt that, if the 

| Boers persisted in refusing a reasonable 
| measure of justice to the Uitlanders it 
| would no doubt end in hostilities, and I 
‘remember saying so on some public 
occasion in July—I think it was about 
| the 20th of July—holding, however, the 
hopeful opinion that those concessions 
; would be made. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: Which ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When did I 
make the statement? It is a matter of 
opinion on which we need not enter now. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman having 
taken this view, having passed this 
criticism upon our changes of opinion as 

_regards the inevitability of war, went on 
to attack the military preparations which 
we made during the months, I suppose, 
of July, August, and September, and he 
described us as through those months—he 
did not mention the months, but I 
imagine it was those he had in view— 
sending driblets of men week by week 
into the colonies. We did nothing of the 
kind; the right hon. Gentleman is entirely 
mistaken in his facts. I am quite sure 
the War Office would not have the slightest 
objection to laying a return on the table 
of the House showing the dates on which 
troops arrived in South Africa, or were 
sent from here, and, if my hon. friend 
will lay such a return, and hon. Gentle- 
men will take the trouble to study it, 
they will see that no accusation ever was 
less founded than this accusation of 
sending driblets of men week by week 
into our colonies for the purpose of 
defending them. And let me remind 
him, when he denounces us for having 
sent 10,000 men into Natal, in September 
[ think it was, and says that you cannot 
expect to carry on negotiations success- 
fully if you take military steps of that 
kind, that the colony of Natal itself sent 
an earnest request to us that we should 
do so, and, in my opinion, we should have 
been committing a gross dereliction of 
duty if we had not responded to that call. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman asks us 
how we came to be ignorant of the 
intentions of the Orange Free State, and 
he misinterprets, quite unintentionally, 
some observations | made in a speech 
delivered on, I think, November 28, in 
which I expressed my surprise that the 
Orange Free State should have done a 
D2 First Day. 
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join with the Transvaal against us. I 
was not thinking at that moment of 
diplomatic negotiations of such and such 
a week, or such and such a month. I 
was thinking of the bread fact that the 


Orange Free State had lived at peace |! c 1 
estimate should be laid to the charge 


with us, flourished side by side with us, 
not interfered with or threatened by us, 
year after year, and generation after 
generation ; and I say is it not astonish- 
ing, ought not we to feel surprise, that a 
State like that, absolutely secure in our 
midst, should threaten its own existence, 
and its own future, by thus throwing 
in its lot with our enemy! That 
was the gist of my _ argument 
On the diplomacy of the Orange Free 
State, with which I was not concerned at 
the moment I was speaking, the right hon. 
Gentleman has referred to a statement 
made by the President of the Orange 
Free State on August 28th to the Prime 
Minister of the Cape Colony with reference 
to the discussion about the importation of 
arms and ammunition— 

“With reference to the discussion about the 
importation of arms and ammunition into the 
Orange Free State, I trust that no assurance is 
necessary upon my part to contradict the 
ridiculous, lying, and malicious rumours that 
there exists with this Government any desire 
or intention to take up arms in any aggressive 
or offensive manner against the British 
Government or any British colony or 
territory.” 


So much for the diplomacy of the Orange 
Free State. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man comes to a very important question, 
namely the forces of the Boers, our know- 
ledge of those forces, and the inference 
that we ought to have drawn from 
them. He speaks with innocent  sur- 
prise, as if the first time we ever 
heard that the Boers were arming was 
subsequent to the display of mulitary 
efficiency which they have shown since 
the war broke out; but the Government 
never concealed, not from themselves 
only, but from the House, that armaments 
on the most formidable scale had been 
and were being introduced into the 
Transvaal. My right hon. friend, I 
believe, in answer to questions in this 
House, has stated it more than once, and 
it has formed, I know, one of the links in 
the arguments which we have from time 
to time addressed to the House and the 


country. in connection with the relations | 


between this country and the Orange 
Free State. The general fact was perfectly 
Mr. Ay J, Balfour, 


{COMMONS} 


thing so risky for its own future as to/ notorious ; but a much more interesting 


_and important question is raised when we 
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come to the estimate, or, as I have 
already admitted in public, the under- 


| estimate, which the Government made 


of the military power of the Boers. 
I do not think, sir, that that under- 


of the Intelligence Department. As 
regards armaments, I may say that 
it is impossible now — we have not 
the information now at our disposal— 
to correct the estimates made at the 
beginning of the war. We cannot do it 
yet. We shall be able to do it no doubt 
at the end of the war. But at present I 
really have seen no evidence to show that 
the Intelligence Department were wrong 
in any of the facts which it was within 
their power to authoritatively investigate. 
3y that I mean the number of Boers be- 
tween the ages of military service, 
whether in the Orange Free State or in 
the Transvaal. I believe they had 
material for forming that estimate, and 
as far as I know it was correctly formed 
and was communicated by the military 
authorities at the War Office to the 
Government. I am sure my right hon. 
friend, if he did not communicate it to 
the House, would have been quite willing 
to do so if he had been asked. But of 
course there was a margin which it was 
impossible for any Intelligence Depart- 
ment exactly to gauge. It has been sug- 
gested to me—TI do not know on what 
evidence—that to avoid commandeering 
for native wars and other things there 
were some Boers who did not give their 
names in for the official return. I do 
not know whether it is true or not. If 
true there is, of course, an element 


very difficult to gauge. Another 
element which it was impossible 


to gauge was the number of Uitlanders 
who would take service with the Boers. 
We do not know now whether that 
number is large or small ; but evidently 
it could not be accurately estimated by the 
Intelligence Department, however well 
equipped ; and there is another doubtful 
element—the number of our own colenists 
who would, under certain circumstances, 
throw in their lot with the Boer Republic. 
Therefore some uncertainty existed, and 


' could not but exist ; but I think the Intel- 


ligence Department ought to be free from 
attacks, which, as far as I am able to judge, 
have no basis in fact. But, it will be 
asked, how comes it that this great under- 
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estimate of the strength of the Boers 
came to be made, if we knew approxi- 
mately what the number of the Boer 
army was and what numbers were likely 
to take the field? Ido not know that I 
have any very satisfactory answer to give 
to that question. It is purely and strictly 


a military problem, and a problem which, | 
as history shows, it is very difficult to 


answer satisfactorily. You can gauge the 
military strength of a European nation 
with a fixed army, with all the modern 
military apparatus and military statistics 
at your disposal. You can say how 
many men Germany could mass in 
a given time on the French frontier, 
or how many France could mass on the 
German frontier, and so on with regard 
to Austria and Russia, I suppose. 
when you come to the problem of 
States whose military position is not of 
that elaborate kind, you will find that 


great mistakes have been made in 
the past, and [ doubt not that 
great mistakes will be made in the 
future. They certainly have been made 
by almost every military nation of 
which we have any record. But if 


this is an attack on the military 
experts at the War Office, it is 
surely an unfair one. Experts not 
given generally to agree with one 
another were absolutely unanimous on 
this point. I do not think you can 
quote the opinion of a single soldier, of 
any position, or no position, delivered, say, 
before 31st July or 31st August last, indi- 
cating that the force sent out to South 
Africa in the first instance would 
not be amply sufficient, or more 
than amply sufficient—[“ What about 
Butler ?”|—for all purposes. [“ Butler! 
Butler,!”|] I think that hon. Gen- 


tlemen might let me finish the sen-. 


tence, especially as I have nothing but 
disappointment in store for them. The 
right hon. Gentleman put a question 
about Sir William Butler—a question 
reiterated with a fervour of expectation 
by hon. Gentlemen below the gangway, 
and which unfortunately we are unable to 
meet. We have not the slightest trace 
at the War Office of any communication, 


public or semi-public or private, no com- | 
| quite unintentionally extracted by some 


munication of any sort, kind or descrip- 
tion which indicated in Sir William 


Butler’s opinion that the force we sent 
out was not sufficient—I was going to 


{30 JANUARY 1900} 


‘not where the opposite view found its 


But | 


/go to that source. 
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origin ; but you will not find it in any 
document in the possession of the War 
Office. 

AN Hon. MEMBER: Or the Colonial 
Office. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Let me say 
that Sir William Butler does not com- 


' municate with the Colonial Office. 


An Hon. MEMBER: When he was 


acting Governor. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hon. 
Gentlemen may take it from me that 
I am not trying to play with them 
or evade the question. I say that in no 
shape or form, to anybody or through 
anybody who had access to the Govern- 
ment, or who was a member of the 
Government, or who had to advise the 
Government, had we the slightest reason 
to believe that Sir William Butler’s 
opinion on the military question was 
what the right hon. Gentleman ap- 
parently thinks it is, and what cer- 


tainly hon. Gentlemen below the 
gangway think it is. He held 
the opinion common to every mili- 


tary authority in the country—namely, 
that the force we had sent to South 
Africa was in point of number and equip- 
ment quite sufficient and more than suffi- 
cient to deal with the military difficulties 
of the case. Sir, one other point I must 
mention in connection with this contro- 
versy about the war. The right hon. 
Gentleman, who is so easily perturbed at 
the smallest appearance of misquoting his 
words, has occupied a great deal of the 
latter part of his speech in attributing to 
me a series of opinions which I never 
held and never expressed. I believe that 
certain of those opinions were attributed 
to me in leading articles in certain 
eminent journals; but I am quite sure 
that the right hon. Gentleman would not 
If he will take the 
trouble of reading my speeches—a penalty 


which I would not willingly inflict on my 


worst enemy—he will find that I am 
not guilty of the statement which he has 


strange and violent process from the 
words which I actually used. 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The “violent process” was a red pencil 


First Day. 


say not doubly sufficient—for any work 
it might be called upon to do, 


I know 
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and a copy of The Times newspaper with ; we held that there were great diplomatic 
the report of the speech. 
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| advantages in not,in August, coming down 
| to the House, and asking for a great Vote 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should have | in view of the possibilities of immediate 
been glad if the right hon. Gentleman | hostilities in the Transvaal. We thought 
had quoted the words. I do not take ‘that that would have been bad diplomacy 
much interest in speeches myself; but I —in fact, that it would have been diplo- 
will give a specimen of the right hon. | maey doubly bad, because I think we 
Gentleman’s accuracy of interpretation. should not have been able to persuade the 
He led the House to believe that I had | House that the necessity for the Vote was 





said that with regard to this whole ques- | 


tion of the war, and the forces of the 
Boers, the Government had no more 
knowledge than the manin the street. I 
never said anything of the kind. What 
I did say was that in dealing with the 
intentions of Boer statesmen, with the 
intentions of President Kruger, and of 
those who work with President Kruger, 
the public were peculiarly well cireum- 
stanced by the fact that there was so 
much communication between _ this 
country and the Transvaal ; and that we 
had no special means of information as to 


their intentions which any well informed | 


man in the street had not equally at his 
disposal. That seems to me a perfectly 
true and honest statement, and dis- 
poses of our supposed ignorance with 
regard to armaments and all the rest of 
it, of which so much has been made. But, 
Sir, there is a much more important mis- 
interpretation put upon my views by the 
right hon. Gentleman than any careless 
utterance which may, perhaps through 
my fault, lend itself to misinterpretation 
and misquotation. 
man has, on the strength of something he 
supposes that I have said, attributed to the 
Government the view that they believed 
in August that war was_ inevitable ; 
but because they were afraid of Parlia- 
mentary difficulties and complications, 


they deliberately left undefended the | 


colonies they were bound to defend. 
Sir, I deny that I ever said anything which 
would lead any fair interpreter to any such 
conclusion as that. I should think it a 
disgrace for ever if I belonged to a Govern- 
ment that, for the sake of avoiding a little 
Parliamentary inconvenience, betrayed 
the great interests of the Empire. 


What was the general plan of the Gov- 


ernment with regard to this war? We}! 


believed, as we have said here and else- 
where, that war was improbable. We 
also believed that war was possible, and 
that possibility was a contingency against 
which it was our business to provide ; but 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman., 


The right hon. Gentle- | 


I deny | 
that I ever said anything of the kind. 


pressing andurgent. If any hon. Member 
will honestly put himself back into the 
'frame of mind in which he was on the 
10th August last, when this House broke 
up, he will, I think, agree with that 
statement. But, Sir, we recognised that 
we had a duty to perform, and our view was 
‘that the improbable contingency of war 
‘could be provided against by sending 
to Cape Colony and Natal a force sufficient 
to defend the frontiers of those colonies 
until the large field force we were preparing 
to send out had arrived and aggressive 
action was possible. You will say the 
force sent out was insufficient. Well, it 
has proved insufficient in the sense that 
at this moment, we grieve to think, there 
are portions of both Cape Colony and 
Natal in the occupation of the enemy, 
;and undoubtedly, therefore, it was in- 
sufficient. But let me remind the House 
that just as our field force was much 
more than adequate to meet any necessity 
which military men thought would come 
upon us, so the defensive force we sent 
out to Cape Colony and Natal was 
largely in excess of what we were told 
was necessary to carry out our policy. 
Our hope was that the colonies would be 
fully defended by this force, and we 
believed, and hoped that before the 25th 
September a field force, complete in all its 
parts, transport and everything else, would 
be accumulated at the Cape, and that the 
forward movement would go on through 
the Orange Free State, and would, as we 
hoped, have the effect of bringing the war 
to ano very distant conclusion. Well, Sir, 
as the House knows, that plan of cam- 
_ paign was not the one which was carried 
out. The forces we sent to South Africa 
have been on the one hand diverted to 
Natal, and on the other hand diverted 
to Kimberley, and that forward move- 
ment has not yet taken place. No 
‘doubt it will do so. Well, Sir, 
'I have been perfectly open with the 
| House. I have told you exactly what 
' we intended to do ; and I think it will be 
|admitted by candid critics—if candid 
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critics remain—that the general scheme 
of operations was not one which in itself 
was either foolish or reckless, or of a 
kind likely to sacrifice grave Imperial 
interests. But the right hon. Gentleman 
will say: “Your plan of campaign has 
not been carried out. Has anybody been 
interfering with the generals either in 
Natal or elsewhere ?” Sir, the generals 
and the commanding officers we sent to 
South Africa have not been interfered 
with at home; they have had absolute 
discretion as to the military steps 
they would take to carry out the 
general intentions of the Government. 
The right hon. Gentleman pressed me 
upon the subject of a communication 
made by the Governor of Natal, at the 
instance of his own Ministers, and not 
at our instance, to the commanding officer 
inthat Colony. My right hon. friend 
the Colonial Secretary is going to lay 
Papers on the table giving the whole 
account of that transaction. 
nothing to do with it. We did not 
prompt it. The communication was 
made by the Governor at the instance of 
his Ministers-—we do not see how it could 
be otherwise-—but it was not mandatory, 
and the whole power and responsibility, 
from the beginning to the end, rested 
upon the military officer commanding. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
With regard to Glencoe and Dundee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, with 
regard to everything; with regard to 
every step, and with regard to the whole 
plan of campaign. Every move in. that 
plan rested, and has rested, on the 
generals, and we have not thought it right 
or desirable to interfere, directly or in- 
directly, with their responsibility. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
excuse me for interposing again, but I 
wish to make sure. My object is to 
inform and satisfy the public mind, which 
has been greatly exercised upon this 


point. I asked the right hon. Gentleman 
three questions. [I asked him with 
regard to Glencoe and Dundee. That 


was one point. I asked him with regard 
to Ladysmith itself. The third point 


was with regard to the transference of a_ 


considerable force from a central point in 
South Africa to Natal. 


right hon. Gentleman to say that in all 


,30 JANUARY 1900! 


We had 


I understand the | 
'make no objection whatever. 
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these three cases it was purely the dis» 
cretion of the military authorities that 
determined the issue ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, the right 
hon. Gentleman has perfectly correctly 
interpreted my words. I think I have 
now finished with the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s attack on our military policy. But 
I noticed an expected omission. I 
noticed the right hon. Gentleman said 
nothing about the adequacy of our arma- 
ments and the excellence of our guns to 
carry out the work of the Army. I think 
the omission was intelligible, because the 
right hon. Gentleman himself with great 
tact, but with no very reforming spirit, 
was responsible for Army matters for 
two, three, or four years—I_ will 
not say eventful years, because they 
were eminently uneventful so far as 


the War Office was concerned, for 
none of the great increases in our 


forces, none of the great improvements 
in the accommodation for our men, none 
of the increases in our armaments, none 
of the improvements in our Army, can 
be dated from the right hon. Gentleman’s 
tenure of office. If hon. Gentlemen will 
look back on the many debates which 
occurred on this topic, if they will look 
back over the history of the War Office 
for any period of years they like, so long 
as they go back before 1895, to make a 
comparison with sacred ’95—which was 
the beginning of the date of wisdom— 
they will find that all increases in 
efficiency, in numbers, all improvements 
in organisation, have emanated from this 
side of the House without exception ; 
and it is within the last three years 
that the greatest improvements have 
been made as regards barrack accommo- 
dation, the number of our troops, and in 
artillery and guns. I therefore think 
the right hon. Gentleman was_ well 
advised in not carrying on his criticism 
of the Government into our military 
policy, so far as to call in question the 
action of the War Office in connection 
with our forces. The right bon. Gentle- 
man asked us whether we held that 
criticism at this stage of our proceedings 
was out of place. No, Sir, I think the 
right hon. Gentieman was perfectly right 
in criticising us. I could have wished 
that the criticism were based on a more 
accurate study of documents, and were 
fairer in spirit, but to criticism pose ; 
ut 


First Day. 
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understand the right hon. Gentleman 
and his friends are going further in 
criticism to-night. I understand they 
propose doing their best to take upon 
their own shoulders and their superior 
intelligence and knowledge of affairs the 
further conduct of the 
Empire in general and of the war in 
particular. The noble Lord the Member 
for the Cricklade Division, who, I presume, 
will follow me, has got-this task in hand. I 
can assure him I wish him well through 
it. He has on his side some advantages, 
for he speaks to the House, and through 
the House to the country, which is justly 
disappointed with the result of the war 
up to the present date, and which feels, 
and must feel acutely, how its hopes, its 
natural hopes—I was going to say its 
legitimate hopes—have been disappointed. 
That is a good audience to appeal to when 
you are attacking those in power; and I 
am sure the noble Lord is not less 
endowed with that wisdom so plentifully 
distributed amongst the sons of men, but 
which is not more precious than rubies— 
I mean wisdcm after the event. But 
while the noble Lord has some advantages 
in preaching from that text, surely he has 
some disadvantages. The whole object of 
the Amendment, rumour assures me, the 
speech of the leader of the Opposition 
assures me, is to urge the complaint made 
against us as to our want of foresight— 
that foresight with which hon. Gentlemen 
opposed to us, who wish to take our 
places, consider themselves liberally en- 
dowed. There are many kinds of fore- 
sight. The foresight with which men are 
endowed is not always of the same kind. 
For instance there is the foresight of the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Berwick 
Division. The foresight of the hon. 
Baronet tells him that we ought to have 
made greater preparations at an earlier 
date, but the foresight of the right hon. 
Gentleman himself tells him 
mistake we made was in making any pre- 
parations at all, and the quality of fore- 
sight of the right hon. Gentleman is 
shared by another eminent Member on 
that bench, who wrote an article in one of 
the reviews, in which he quoted with 
approval the famous sentence of the right 
hon. Gentleman :—‘ Not only was war 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am pointing 
out, not that the foresight of the Opposi- 
tion is bad, but that there are so many 
kinds of foresight. In the right hon. 
gentleman’s indictment the whole scope 
of the negotiations since 1895 down to 
the outbreak of war is included. Very 
good. But the foresight of one-half of 
the Opposition leads them to believe after 
that survey that the war is an unjust one 
and a war that could have been avoided. 
The foresight of not less distinguished 
members of the same Opposition leads them 
to exactly the opposite conclusion— 
namely, that the war is a just war and 
could not have been avoided. I suppose 
in defence of the Opposition foresight 
hon. Gentleman from Lreland will go into 
the lobby in support of the vote of cen- 
sure. They think to a man that the war 
Was unjust in its inception, and ought to 


be put an end to as quickly as possible. 


‘over all these regions. 


that the. 


not necessary, but warlike preparations — 
_ said it was the last thing we should wish. 


were not necessary.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


I said so to-night. 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


That is their foresight. The right hon. 
Gentleman apparently thinks, though 
probably he will be very angry with me 
for saying so, that the war ought to be 
put an end to immediately we have 
driven, or soon after we have driven, the 
enemy from our own territory. But, on 
the other hand, there are Members sitting 
near him, and colleagues of his own in 
the other House, whose foresight is of an 
altogether different kind, and they agree 
with us in being absolutely determined 
that this war shall be driven to a success- 
ful issue, and that by a successful issue is 
not meant any suzerainty, any shadowy 
supremacy in South Africa, but the real, 
substantial supremacy of Great Britain 
There are two 
kinds of foresight upon that important 
subject ; and to make the whole thing as 
absurd as it can be—who is going to be 
the Gentleman to put into one fold these 
sheep and these goats? Who is it who 
is going to do his best to put the Govern- 
ment into a minority, and to transfer the 
future administration of the country to 
Gentlemen on the other side? <A very 
distinguished Member of this House only 
a few days ago told the country that the 
last thing that was desirable in the 
present crisis was a change of Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. GLADSTONE (Leeds, W.): | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought you 
would probably wish what was desirable. 
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But while the Opposition have in their 
discretion taken this course, they have 
announced—though none of their sections , 
agree as to the justice of this war or as to 
the mode in which it should be pursued 
—that they mean to do their best to 
turn us out. Sir, they are quite at liberty 
to take that course. All I ask for is this, 
that if, on their part, they find that 
this Government has the confidence of 
the House, that confidence will not in 
future during this great national crisis be 
disturbed by unnecessary or petty criti- 
cism or unnecessary or petty questioning. 
I, on my part, engage that if the right 
hon. Gentleman succeeds, and if the 
country endorses his action, I, if still a 
member of this House, will do my best to 
support the Ministry of the day in any 
steps they may take to pursue the war to 
the conclusion I have already described. 
I refrain from alluding further to the 
noble Lord’s Amendment, on which I shall 
probably have to speak once again before 
these debates come toanend, Let me 
conclude by saying that the Government 
do not minimise the magnitude of the 
task which is before us, and we have no 
desire to conceal what shortcomings may 
be detected in the past. We are anxious 
to learn every lesson which that past can 
teach. We know that the future is, and 
must be for some time, full of anxiety and 
full of difficulty for those who are 
responsible for the management of 
public affairs. That responsibility, great 
as it is, we shall endeavour to fulfil as 
long as we have the confidence of this 
House. And, as we shall never advise 
peace until the war has brought forth 
its legitimate fruits, so we believe that, 
in spite of any ambiguity of utterance 
from any quarter of the other side of 
the House, the country will insist that 
the Ministers who serve it, be they drawn 
from one side of the House or from the 
other, will see not only that the military 
honour of this countr y is amply vindi- 
cated, but that we leave in South Africa 
no root from which again may spring 
forth any of the bitter and poisonous 
fruits from which for so many years we 
have been suffering. 


*LorpD EDMOND FITZMAURICE 


(Wilts, Cricklade) : Sir, there have been | 
| degene rate. 


many sessions within the knowledge and 
recollection of Members here to-night | 


when the speeches upon the Address in | 
reply to Her Majesty’s most gracious | 
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Speech have been of a formal character, and 
I hope Members opposite will believe that 
I speak from the bottom of my heart when 
I express the wish that the proceedings 
on the present occasion could have par- 
taken of that nature. It is no pleasure to 
rise to impugn the policy of the Govern- 
ment in regard to foreign affairs. My 
own past conduct in this House enables 
me to say that I have never offered a 
factious opposition to any Government with 
regard to foreign affairs. Last year I 
gained some ill-will from hon. Gentle 
men on my own side of the House 
because I considered it my duty to sup- 
port Her Majesty’s Government in the 
lobby upon the critical questions which 
had for the time overclouded our relations 
with France. I had _ previously con- 
sidered it to be my duty at public 
meetings in my own constituency and 
elsewhere, at the risk of offending 
those with whom I generally agree, to 
record the opinion that in the controv ersy 
with France, the country with which of 
all others we ought to be on good terms, 
right and justice lay with Her Majesty’s 
Government. If I thought for one 
moment that such was the position of 
affairs to-day, I would not hesitate again to 
do what I should consider to be my duty, 
even at the risk of again separating myself 
from hon. Members of my own party, in 
supporting the Government. I honestly 
regret that that is not the case. I am glad, 
however, that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House, although he has 
severely condemned by anticipation the 
Amendment I am going to move, has not 
contended that we on this side of the House 
have no right to move such an Amend- 
ment. I have been astonished to read 
the criticisms which, in certain influential 
newspapers, have been levelled against the 
Opposition. Not only is it common sense, 
but all historical precedent and every con- 
stitutional doctrine points to this, that 
the first and legitimate duty of the Oppo 
sition, whether in regard to foreign or 
home ‘affairs, is to indulge in criticism of 
the proper kind and at the right moment. 
On the other hand it is not their right to go 
one inch outside their proper position, and 
allow that criticism to degenerate into 
faction, and I earnestly trust that not one 
word of mine to-night will appear so to 
If we were not to indulge 
in criticism upon occasions of this 
|kind we should perhaps be obliged 
to have recourse to some such course as 


first Day. 
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that adopted by Mr. Fox and his} 
followers, when they thought fit to' 
abandon their duty in Parliament, and | 
he retired to St. Ann’s Hill. But 
the verdict of the historian and the’ 
biographer has been adverse to the course 
they then adopted, and has endorsed the | 
action of Mr. Tierney, who at the head of 
a small and diminished section, remained 
here, and attended this House. It’ has been 
said that I have against me the great prece- 
dent of the conduct of the elder Pitt, but I 
am afraid that those who say that if we | 
follow the example of the elder Pitt we 
should abandon opposition and criticism 
in this House must be very insufficiently 
acquainted with that statesman’s character, | 
conduct, and career. The elder Pitt was 
not only a successful war minister, but 
a leader of opposition, and nobody | 
denies that one of the greatest chapters 
in his life is his persistent opposition 
(when Lord Chatham) against what 
he considered to be the unwise and im- 
politic war with our American colonies. 
I think above all of that famous speech in 
which he spoke of the “spring hopes and 
verdant promises” of Her Majesty’s 
Government, and I cannot help fearing 
that in regard to some passages of our | 
South African affairs we have been till 
recently in danger of realising the force 
of that sarcastic description in which 
Lord Chatham warned the House of 
Lords in 1776 against listening to “spring | 
hopes and verdant promises” in regard 
to military affairs. That was the | 
moment when a large British army was 
in America in a difficult and isolated 
position, and was described by the 
elder Pitt as being too many to 
make peace and too few to make war. 
It is not my wish to turn this debate 
into a criticism of War Office details, 
or to impugn the position of any par- : 
ticular person or office. I venture to 
remind the House that attacks on 
particular Ministers and particular depart- 
ments have not proceeded from this side 
of the House, nor have they been made 
at public meetings addressed by members 
of the party to which I belong. All those 
criticisms have emanated from ths Minis- 
terial side of the House and from news- 
papers representing Ministerial views. 
I altogether repudiate them. About six 


weeks ago the grim silence of a London 
Sunday morning was enlivened by an. 
article in a Ministerial journal which said 
that the country was in danger, and that 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 


| 
| 
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the only way to save it was to call for the 
immediate resignation of the Lord Privy 
Seal and the President of the Local 
Government Board. I have very great 
respect for the President of the Local 
Government Board, but I have yet to 
learn that Pretoria is subject to the Orders 
of the Local Government Board, while, as 
to the Lord Privy Seal, some years ago 


'I attempted to ascertain what his duties 
' were, but I do not recollect that it was 


ever said that he had any special respon- 
sibility for South Africa or that South 
Africa was was under his particular con- 
trol. The House must recollect that the 
Daily Mail is not the organ of the Front 
Opposition Bench, nor are we very 
influential with regard to the policy of 
the Spectator newspaper, but those are the 
quarters from which the attacks upon 
particular departments have emanated. 
In their columns it is stated that the 
only thing which can save the country is 
the immediate expulsion of the Secretary 
of State for War, and the substitution 
for him of the hon. Member for West 
Belfast. According tothe Spectator the hon. 
Member should go to Pall Mall, clad, I 
suppose, in complete armour like the ghost 
of Hamlet’s father, and immediately do 
some great or striking action which will 
deliver this unfortunate country and so 
alarm President Kruger that he will at once 
sue for peace upon bended knees. I will 
only mention one other of these ridiculous 
proposals, which, remember, emanate from 
organs representing the Ministerial side 
of the House. I am told that in a York- 
shire newspaper the weakness of the 
Government has been stated to consist in 
the fact that the Member for the Ecclesall 
Division of Sheffield is not a member of 
the Government, and that he ought to be 
at once called in to advise Her Majesty's 
Ministers. Unfortunately, he is not here 
at present ; he has gone to the seat of 
war, as he went to Greece and Turkey 
two years ago. He was then taken 
prisoner by the Greeks at sea, and is now 
probably undergoing a second period 
of captivity. =| am sure when he 
returns we shall listen to him with great 
interest. But, Sir, I do not believe that 
the presence or absence of any of the hon. 
Members to whom reference has been made 


is at all the question before the House. I 


agree with the right hon. Gentleman that 
during the last five years very great 
alterations and improvements have been 
made at the War Office. But it is 
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also perfectly possible at the same time 
to believe that the preparations made 
necessary by this sudden war in South 
Africa cast a burden upon the War 
Office which it was not ready to under- 
take, and therefore the blame is not 
upon the War Office or any departmental 
Minister who represents the military or 
the civil side of the War Office, but it is 
upon the Cabinet and upon the Govern- 
ment. Being a civilian, I would hesitate 
to offer even the most modest opinion of 
my own upon any military question 
whatever, but I have been very much 
struck by the opinion of a writer of great 
knowledge and authority, whose name I 
believe is known, but which I am not at 
liberty to mention—-the writer of a very 
able article in the January number of the 
Edinburgh Review, in which the whole of 
this military question is discussed with 
great knowledge and admirable impar- 
tiality. The writer points out that the 
responsibility for this war, and therefore 
for the preparations necessitated by the 
war, is not a matter which you can trace 
to the War Office as a separate depart- 
ment of the State, and that therefore it is 
not possible to make any particular 
Minister responsible, excepting in so far 
as he is a member of the Cabinet, and 
jointly responsible with his colleagues for 
whatever mistakes have been made. The 
war, he says, is not due to the War 
Office. Their business has solely been to 
organise the strength of the nation with 
the means placed at their disposal and 
to render to the Government an 
account of the British readiness to take 
the field. It has been the duty of 
successive Governments and Parliaments 
to decide upon the scale of our armaments 
on land and on sea, and the duty of the 
Military and Naval Departments is 
to give the very best army and navy 
procurable under those conditions in 
order to carry out the general objects 
which those Governments and Cabinets 
have had in view. That isa true and 
legitimate description of the constitutional 
relations of the War Office and the 
Government. My case against the 
Government is not a departmental case 
against the War Office, but it is, following 
the words of the writer in the Edinburgh 
Review, that the general objects which you 
suddenly thrust upon the War Office by 
embarking them in a great war in South 
Africa, were objects for which your War 
Office was not organised, is not organised, 
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and never has been organised, and for 
which you had not voted estimates. We 
all value our civil rights and_ political 
liberties, and it isan alarming thing to see 
the light way in which plans are being 
now put forward to introduce military con- 
scription into this country, and in which 
we are called as a matter of course, almost 
without discussion, to vote enormous 
sums in order to send 120,000 men to 
South Africa. Your War Office and 
existing military organisation was never 
intended for such a purpose. The policy 
of this country was never fixed upon 
lines meant to make this country a 
great military Power. I want to know 
under what conception, not only of 
military policy, but also of law and 
government, is it that friends and sup- 
porters of the Government come forward 
with a light heart and say that at every 
cost, never mind what, never mind the 
number of men who may be swallowed 
up in South Africa, we are to be ready in 
future to hurl masses of men across 
the ocean regardless of the consequences 
to our own institutions and _ liberties 


which entering upon a_ gigantic 
policy of this kind must entail. 
An army or a navy is a_ sufficient 


and efficient force, not in the ab 
stract, but according to the burdens 
which the Government of the time 
calls upon it to bear ; and my case against 
the Government is that the burden which 
they have placed upon the War Office is 
one which no War Office could possibly 
have supported without greater notice 
and fuller time than that which was 
allowed. In the article already referred 
to the author, speaking evidently with 
an inside knowledge of affairs, says that, 
in his opinion, the War Office has placed 
the defences of the United Kingdom upon 
a sound basis, and that about a year ago 
that work was well forward and was fast 
approaching completion. But the very 
fact that so much energy and skill had 
been put into it had fully oceupied the 
time of the officials of the War Office, 
and prevented them giving the time which 
they intended to Imperial defence, which 
they desired to take up at the proper time. 
Those facts must have been within the 
knowledge of the Government, and yet, 
notwithstanding this, the War Office is 
suddenly called upon by what I venture 
to call an irritating and reckless policy, to 
perform duties for the performance of 
which you have not given them the 
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proper means, and in regard to which you 
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have not allowed adequate time for pre-| very short notice to send, not across the 


paration. I must protest, at the same 
time, against what fell from the right hon. 
Gentleman when he said that nothing had 
been done for the defences of this country 
by previous Administrations. It is almost 
impossible to separate naval and military 
administration. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to tell this House that 
he thinks Lord Spencer did nothing for 
the administration of the Navy? The 
two things largely hang together, and I 
venture, in the first place, to ask him that 
question. I venture to deny the state- 
ment that nothing was done for military 
reform during the Administration of Mr. 
Gladstone and Lord Rosebery. I would 
remind him that on the very day when 
this Government came into power a great 
personal change took place which un- 
doubtedly enabled a new era of military 
affairs to be opened. It is beyond dispute 
that the Duke of Wellington was the 
greatest soldier of his day, and yet when 
he died everybody felt that military re- 
forms which had before been looked upon 
as impossible afterwards became more 
possible than they otherwise would have 
become. I apply that analogy now, and I 
venture to say that although no man was 
more devoted to his profession, or threw 
himself with greater zeal into the dis- 
charge of his duties than the Duke 
of Cambridge, nevertheless, when the 


change in the command in chief took | 


place at the time the present Government 
came into power, and the Duke of Cam- 
bridge gave way to Lord Wolseley, certain 
reforms became more easy. I say this not- 
withstanding all my admiration for the 
services and great career of the Duke 
of Cambridge. It was ungenerous for 
the right hon. Gentleman to stand up in 
this House and say that nothing whatever 
had been done for military reform by 
the Government of Lord Rosebery when 
we recollect that there were certain 
advantages entirely unconnected with 
the personality of Her Majesty’s present 
Ministers which undoubtedly facilitated 
the reforms which all Governments de- 
sired to carry out. The Government 
have thrown on the back of an already 
overburdened War Office the gigantic 
task of transporting a large army across 
the sea. I think I may say, so far as the 
War Office is concerned, that the trans- 
port of these men has been well carried 
out, and if anybody had told us a few 


Lord E, Fitzmaurice. 


Channel, but to the uttermost ends of the 
| earth, across the ocean, a large and, on the 
whole, a well equipped army, even allow- 
ing for some inevitable failures in small 
| details, it would have been said that was 
'a matter of which we might well be 
/proud. But it is perfectly possible to 
hold, as I do, this view, and to hold the 
view at the same time that the War Office 
ought never to have been called upon to 
perform this duty owing to the circum. 
stances which I have explained. The War 
Office were engaged upon reforms which 
would have enabled them, when com- 


pleted, a few years hence, to have 
performed their duties in an_ effec- 
tual manner, because then the whole 


question of the military defences of the 
Empire would have been taken into con- 
sideration. Who can doubt when the 
Bill mentioned in Her Majesty’s gracious 
Speech for the federation of the Australian 
colonies is carried through it will be a 
measure which will very greatly facilitate 
the solution of the problem of Imperial 
| defence, and will enable them to ¢o- 
operate with us in a manner which they 
cannot do now. That is one reason why 
the War Office should not have been 
called upon to send this army across the 
sea now. It is further the undoubted fact 
—and nothing that fell from the right 
‘hon. Gentleman enables me, much as | 
should wish, to alter the opinion that 
‘everybody has formed, even his own 
| followers and supporters, from the perusal 
of his speeches—that the belief of the 
Government was that the Transvaal would 
never, of its own accord, declare war 
against England. That is not a question 
{of War Office administration, but a 
| question of the belief of the Govern- 
ment. They believed that the Orange 
| Free State, which had shown very 
|great independence of the Transvaal 
|in many ways in regard to commercial 
| matters, never was likely to turn round 
'and enter into an alliance, offensive as 
well as defensive, with the Transvaal 
|Government. They believed that under 
no circumstances would the Transvaal or 
| the Free State armies invade British 
territory, and they did not believe 
| that the forces of the Transvaal and the 
| Orange Free State combined répresented 


anything like the number of men 
| who are now gathered under their 
| standards. The right hon. Gentleman 
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has answered, no doubt, many of the 
queries of my right hon. friend in regard 
to Sir William Butler’s despatches, 
and the answers he has given us, as 
far as I am able to form an opinion, 
are of a satisfactory kind. But as 
[| have already pointed out neither my 
right hon. friend nor myself base our case 
upon the existence or non-existence of 
some particular despatch or paper in the 
War Office or the Colonial Office. We 
hase our case upon far larger grounds. 


We do not impugn any particular 
minister. If we are to impugn anybody 


it would be that extraordinary body 
the Committee of National Defence. 
What is this Committee of National De- 
fence, and what are its duties? Of whom 
does it really consist? Where does it 
meet? When the Government was 
formed, I recollect there was a great 
flourish of trumpets about the Committee 
of National Defence. I was always of 
opinion that the true Committee of 
National Defence consisted of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty and the Secretary 
of State for War, and what I want to know 
is what is the advantage of calling into 
council men who, as far as I can make 
out, are none of them military men, 
but are certain civilian members of the 
Cabinet, presided over by the Lord 
President. The very name of the Com- 
mittee of National Defence has to me an 
ominous ring. We have all heard of the 
Government of National Defence in 
France, which only lives in history 
because it failed to drive out the in- 
vader and to prevent the capitulation 
of Paris. My right hon. friend has 
happily compared the Committee of 
National Defence to the Aulic Council of 
Vienna, which historians have said _ is 
responsible for all the great military 
disasters which have befallen the Austrian 
Empire. I cannot help noticing in this 
connection another unfortunate circum- 
stance which originated with the present 
Government, and that is that the great 
office of Prime Minister has been asso- 
ciated with that of the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs. I am quite willing to 
acknowledge that if I was to look at this 
matter from the point of view of the 
inside of the Foreign Oftice, I might see 
some advantages in it, because the com- 
bination saves time in the passing back- 
wards and forwards of despatches before 
final signature. But that is only a 
small part of the question. The office 
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of the Prime Minister, so far as it 
is capable of definition, is to control 
the general policy of the Cabinet. 
Now if ever there was a case where 
the general control of the Prime Minister 
was desirable, and where unfortunately it 
was found wanting, that was the case of 
our negotiations with the South African 
tepublic. I can hardly imagine that any 
minister having to deal with South African 
affairs would not have desired to ob- 
tain what might be called a good 
second opinion upon nearly every 
important step of the negotiations. 
Without wishing to suggest anything 
disrespectful of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for the Colonies, I would 
remind the House that Lord Russell, who 
had been Foreign Minister, stated in his 
place in the House of Lords in 1871 that he- 
had himself—more particularly on two 
famous occasions—found an enormous 
advantage through not being Prime 
Minister as well as Foreign Secretary, 
because he was able to submit his 
despatches for criticism to the superior 
knowledge and judgment of Lord 
Palmerston. If a man who had himself 
been Prime Minister, like Lord Russell, 
was able, in his old age, publicly and wil- 
lingly to make an admission of that kind, 
you may be perfectly certain that when 
great negotiations of this kind are going 
on, that what is true of the Foreign Minis- 
ter is equally true of the Colonial Minister, 
and it would have been a great advantage 
if the despatches of the Colonial Secretary, 
so many of them unfortunate in their 
tone and irritating in their manner, had 
been first submitted to the riper wisdom 
of the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, who, we all admit, is a states- 
man of the greatest experience, and 
who has, on the whole, been singularly 
successful as Foreign Minister. In regard 
to the military aspect of this expedition, 
the real indictment against the Govern- 
ment is that they have plunged into it 
like the administration of Lord Aber- 
deen plunged into the Crimean war. 
The main fact of the present situa- 
tion is that which my right hon. 
friend put forward at the commencement 
of his remarks—the main, broad, and 
terrible fact that we are at war. As he 
very truly said, that fact by itself may be 
said to shift the burden of proof from me,. 

‘or anybody else on this side of the House, 

| on to the Government, to show why war has. 

' become necessary. Lord Clarendon, one 


First Day. 
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of the greatest Foreign Ministers we ever | does he want to go still further hack? 


had, passed, perhaps, unintentionally, 


the severest condemnation on the Crimean | 


War, by acknowledging that we had 
drifted into it. I believe the honour of 
that phrase has been divided between him 
and Lord Aberdeen, the Prime Minister 
at the time, but in any case it was used ; 
and I think it very accurately describes 
the circumstances under which _ this 
country has been involved in this most 
unfortunate war. I hope I shall not be 
charged with this imputation of fac- 
tion, by again quoting the First Lord 
of the Treasury, in the first of the 
series of speeches he delivered in 
East Manchester—so often alluded to, 
and to be alluded to again. He used 
language about the Opposition which, I 
confess, I read with regret. He said 
that the Opposition “merely exist— 


politically exist—to take some argu- 
mentative or controversial advan- 
tage of the (Government which 


happens to be in power.” Such language 
coming from the First Lord of the Treasury 
was very unfortunate. Some day or 
another, under the stress of party warfare, 
the right hon. Gentleman may again find 
himself on this side of the House, and I 
hope that the Government of that day 
may not be exposed, as a matter of 
course, to an Opposition of that kind. I 
ean recollect myself, when I held office 
with my right hon. friend beside me, 
some forms of opposition which might 
come within the description of the First 
Lord of the Treasury, and I would suggest 
to him that he should not indulge in 
language which might revive recollections 
we are all quite willing to forget, and 
prefer if we can to involve in an atmo- 
sphere of philosophic doubt. The broad 
question is, and we have a right to 
ask it, How is it that we are at war? 
[ venture to say that we cannot 


answer that question satisfactorily without , 


examining the history of those negotia- 
tions which preceded the war. I assure 
the House that it is not my intention to 
weary it by going over in any detail the 
ground that was trod in our long debates 
in October last. But if I wanted to do 
so I might find a justification for it, and 
for a great deal more, on account of 
what fell from the First Lord of the 
Treasury. He attempted to pour ridicule 
upon the fact that the history of these 
negotiations, as touched upon in this 
Amendment, only began in 1895. Well, 


Lord E. Fitzmawice. 


- immediate 


If I were to do so I would have to prolong 
my observations to a greater extent than 
I desire to trespass on the attention of 
the House. But if I were to accept the 
invitation of the right hon. Gentleman to 
extend my inquiries behind the year 
1895, I should only strengthen my own 
case. Because my case is this—and | 
desire to put it in perfectly clear and un- 
ambiguous language—that Her Majesty’s 
Government have been all along far too 
ready to forget the events before 1895, 
and to forget that although in compara- 
tively recent years we have had consider- 
able grievances against the Transvaal 
Republic, there are behind these years, 
memories of facts and transactions which 
have sown, and not unnaturally sown, in 
the breast of the Boers of the Transvaal 
feelings of suspicion, and in some cases of 
hatred, which it is the duty of every 
Colonial Minister to bear in mind if he 
desires to have a reputation for wise and 
prudent statesmanship. My regret is 
that the papers presented to us, and dis- 
cussed in October, showed that the 
Colonial Minister had not taken these 
feelings into consideration, and had _pur- 
sued an irritating course of diplomacy, 
very largely on his own responsibility, 
and without that wise control which the 
Prime Minister might have given to it 
if he had not been also Foreign Secre- 
tary. The Colonial Secretary — thus 
embittered the relations between this 
country and the South African Ke- 
publics. The proposals of the Colonial 
Secretary were in themselves not open 
to objection, but when they considered 
the manner in which they were made, 
they became the object of suspicion, be- 
cause they were associated in the minds 
of the Boers of the Transvaal Republic 
with events and embittered memories of 
their youth. I do not want to go beyond 
1895. The last days of that year and the 
earliest days of 1896 marked a point of 
departure. The events happened which 
are associated with the raid and _ its 
results and consequences. 
raid was not the work 
of one or two entirely independent 
people, as was at first thought. It was 
part of a conspiracy, long and deeply 
planned by the Prime Minister of Cape 
Colony ; and when that fact, first denied 
and long artfully concealed, came out, 
can it be wondered at that people 
naturally prone to suspicion were 





Now, the 








plun 
deer 
in al 
rem¢ 
an il 
of t 
Colo 
in t 
to al 
is n 
lang 
its 
The 
port 
and 
abou 
the 
of 
with 
not 
exce 
it wi 
far: 
agité 
the 
been 
an 
some 
coun 
coule 
darhi 
the 
ever 
facts 
Trai 
thes 
seell 
influ 
lieve 
had 
did 
opin 
War 
of J 
in 
curr 
hanc 
woul 
stror 
raid 
Now 
Gov 
nial 
most 
Blue 
the 
the 
ing 
deat 


resp 











124 


ack ? 
olong 
than 
on. of 
t the 
an to 
year 
own 
nd [ 
1 un- 
sty’s 
r too 
1895, 
para- 
ider- 
svaal 
ear's, 
rhich 
n, in 
svaal 
es of 
very 
f he 
and 
t is 
dis- 
the 
these 
pur- 
lacy, 
lity, 
the 
0 it 
ecre- 
thus 
this 
Re- 
ynial 
ypen 
ered 
ade, 
be- 
inds 
iblie 
5 of 
rond 
| the 
t of 
hich 
its 
ces. 
‘ork 
lent 
was 
yply 
ape 
ried 
out, 
ple 
vere 








125 Address in Answer to 


plunged into an atmosphere of still | 
deeper suspicion—an atmosphere which | 


in any case it would have been difficult to 
remove. But that difficulty was made 
an impossibility, not only by the course 
of the diplomacy of the right hon. the 


Colonial Secretary, but by various events 
’ d | 


in this country which I do not hesitate 
to allude to in this debate. This country 
is not merely judged abroad by the 


language, courteous or discourteous, of | 


its representatives abroad or at home. 
There is a large world even more im- 
portant than any world of officialdom ; 
and I venture to say that the worst thing 
about the Raid was that, not only was 
the punishment meted out by the courts 
of law, so far as the offenders came 
within reach of English justice, certainly 
not excessive—and [ do not advocate 
excessive punishment—but that much of 
it was remitted at a very early date, so 
far as one can judge, after a course of 
agitation in this country which made 
the heroes of this raid—-which, had it 
been on sea, would have been called 
an act of piracy—-for the moment 
some of the most popular people in this 
country, so far as outward manifestations 
could point. The leaders were the 
darlings of London drawing-rooms, and 
the privates were the cheap heroes of 
every music-hall. Do you think these 
facts were not known abroad, and in the 
Transvaal? Can you wonder, then, that 
these suspicious people in the Transvaal, 
seeing people of great social position and 
influence ‘aking so incorrect a view, be- 
lieved that, although the War Office 
had properly punished these men, and 
(lid its duty in the matier, there was an 
opinion in England stronger than the 
War Office; stronger than the Courts 
of Justice—the opinion of the “man 
in the street,” if I may use that 
current expression, which would force the 
hands of justice in this country, and 
would eventually enable a larger, and 
stronger, and if possible more successful 
raid to be made against the Transvaal. 
Now, what was the conduct of the 


(sovernment, as represented by the Colo- 


mal Office? In the first place it was 
most injudicions. If you turn to the 
Blue Book you will find that hardly had 
the embers of the raid died down than 
the Colonial Minister began telegraph- 
ing to Sir Hercules Robinson—whose 


death and disappearance from office and 
responsibility this country cannot too 
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muc1 deplore—regarding the desirability 
of beginning negotiations about the 
| grievances which existed in the Trans- 
vaal. Sir Hercules Robinson, a man 
of the .soundest judgment in South 
African affairs, both telegraphed and 
wrote back to say that nothing, 
in his opinion, would be more unwise 
than to commence these negotiations, and 
to appear at that moment, almost red 
handed from the raid, to be cramming re- 
forms down the throats of the Transvaal 
Republic. But the Colonial Secretary was 
not to be denied, and telegraphed positive 
instructions to Sir H. Robinson to pro- 
ceed with these negotiations. These 
despatches were the beginning of the 
long and unfortunate negotiations, the 
end of which is that we are involved 
in war in South Africa. I wish that 
I could terminate my _ observations 
on that chapter of history here, but I 
shall not hesitate to say in this House- 

where, after all, freedom of speech has 
existed for centuries, and where no power 
in the press, or anywhere else, is great 
enough to put it down—that in my 
opinion the punishment, or rather the 
escape from punishment and blame of the 
prime organiser of the raid, was one of 
the most fatal things that ever happened. 
It is time that this should be said from 
these benches. Sir, I have said, and I do 
not retire by one jot from the statement, 
that if the raid had been an expedition 
at sea, it would have been an act of 
common piracy, and the man who stays 
at home and organises an act of piracy 
is an accessory before the fact, and is as 
criminal as the men who carry it out. 
The prime organiser was Mr. Cecil 
Rhodes, and he is still on the roll of Her 
Majesty’s Privy Council. It was univer- 


sally believed that one of the _ first 
acts of the Government would 
have been to have struck off Mr. 


Rhodes from the roll of that Council. 
Suppose this raid had been organised 
against some powerful Continental State 
like France or Germany, do you imagine 
for a single moment that we would have 
kept the prime mover in it on the roll of 
the Privy Council, the roll of everything 
most honourable and distinguished in this 
country? But because the offence was 
against a small and weak State, miles away 
in the interior of Africa, we folded our 
hands and nothing wasdone. Then came 
the years 1897-98, when we had the in- 
;quiry into the raid at the Cape—a very 
First Day. 
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valuable and useful inquiry—followed by | Highbury and made the famous speech 


the inquiry here. 1 was 
Member of this House, and am not con- 
versant with some of the details, but I 


not then aj} 
‘last October. 


venture to say that nobody who is a. 


student of constitutional history or a 
lover of that great heritage of political 
privilege and right which belongs to the 
House of Commons can doubt that the 


manner in which that inquiry ended | 
struck a very heavy blow at the right of 
‘facts are the reasons why we say that 


the House to what is justly regarded as 
important a privilege as any it possesses 
—the privilege of inquiry—quite as im- 
portant as our legislative privilege or the 
general control exercised over administra- 
tion. I recollect perfectly well that at 
the time of the Crimean war, when Lord 


| this 


'here, as we are 


John Russell was Leader of this House | 


and Lord Aberdeen was Prime Minister, 
he wrote a letter which is contained 
in his Life by Mr. Spencer Walpole. 
He there placed on record, as against 


some of the objections of his colleagues, 


that he considered this right of inquiry 
on the part of the House of Commons to 
be one of its most precious privileges. 


There was no higher constitutional 
authority than Lord Russell, and_ hia 


name will always be mentioned on this 
side of the House, and I believe on the 


| must look at all the facts. 


other side also, with great honour, As | 
‘that at the last election General Joubert 


I have said the inquiry ended, but 
like a river which is lost in the sands. 
Can you doubt that when the Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal found that the 
main result of the inquiry so far as 
thev were concerned was that the 
Colonial Minister rose and explained in 
this House that in spite of what was con- 
tained in the report of the Committee, in 
his opinion, the late Prime Minister of 
Cape Colony was an entirely honourable 
person, and that he had done nothing 
that clashed with the rules of honour 
can you doubt that in the Transvaal 
that declaration produced a most un- 
favourable effect ? That being so, was it 


not the bounden duty of the Colonial | 


so often alluded to in the debates of 
But not only was that 
speech made; but the Prime Minister 
selected that time, the 28th July, to make 


'a speech in another place, which, if it 


had been made in relation to any foreign 
Power in Europe would have been an 
adequate reason for the Ambassador of 
that Power to immediately ask for his 
passports. These grave and important 


war in which we are engaged 
could have been avoided. We are not 
sometimes told in 
language most unfair, to appear as 
apologists of President Kruger, and to 
say that he has been always right 
and Her Majesty’s Government always 


wrong. On the contrary, we _ have 
always said that President Kruger 
was an obstinate and unreasonable 


old man, who is animated by a_ bitter 
hatred of this country. Our whole case 
is that that being so it was the duty 
of the Colonial Secretary to do everything 
he could to avoid bringing matters to a 
crisis. And for this reason. It may 
sound an ungracious thing to calculate on 
the age of President Kruger. But one 
We know that 
he is 76 years of age; and we know 


nearly beat him for the Presidency. Did 
not common sense dictate that every con- 
ceivable effort should be made to stave 


off anything like a crisis until this obsti- 


' where ? 


nate and unreasonable old man had been 
removed to the House of Lords or else- 
Sir, exactly the opposite course 
was pursued, and the result was that a 
condition of things where war was possible 
and where I might even admit war was 
under certain circumstances probable, was 


- | converted intoa state of things where war 


became practically a certainty. But at this 


| point we are met by a new departure. Up 
'to the end of October the Government 


Secretary, in the course of his negotia- | 


tions, to avoid every cause of offence he 


possibly could ? But what happened ? The | 
'of the moment—laid within a tolerably 


Colonial Secretary published and_pre- 


sented to Parliament an irritating des- | 


patch by Sir Alfred Milner—a most 


brilliant piece of writing, I admit, but | 


a despatch of a most unusual kind, 
considered asa public document. It 
was a fresh cause of suspicion. Then 
the Colonial Secretary went down to 


Lord E. Fitznwurice. 


was content to rest its case upon the 
fact that it had pursued the negotia- 
tions in a regular and orthodox way, 
and that owing to the circumstances 


limited compass—war had unfortunately 
resulted. But since October—although I 
admit there is one indication of it in Sir 
Alfred Milner’s despatch of the 5th May— 
a perfectly new explanation of the policy 
and conduct of the Government, and a 
new apology for the war, has suddenly 
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been launched on the country. We are 
told that the war could not have been 
avoided, and was absolutely inevitable, 
because of the gigantic preparations of 
the Transvaal for many years, and also 
hecause of a huge conspiracy not merely 
to maintain the independence of the 
Orange Free State and the Transvaal, but 
actually to drive the English out of Cape 
Colony and out of Natal. I can only say 
that if the Government were in possession 
last October of information which really 
convineed them of the truth of these 
allegations, they ought to have put it 
fully before the House; they ought to 
have taken the House into their con- 
fidence: they ought to have seen that 
the military preparations that they 
could make were, owing to the circum- 
stances I pointed out in the earlier 
part of my speech, altogether beyond 
what was possible, notwithstanding the 
yood organisation of the War Oftice —for 
the ordinary purposes of war; they ought, 
in that case, to have redoubled their 
energies to have avoided saying one 
single word which was likely to precipi- 
tate a conflict, because they knew that it 
would not be only a promenade across 
the Drakensberg, and so on to Pretoria, 
but that they were in danger of a move- 
ment of the Afrikander population in the 
whole of South Africa against us. As a 
matter of facet, these ideas were an after- 
thought, and even at this moment, 
although the First Lord of the Treasury 
has put them forward in public speeches 
at Manchester and elsewhere, and other 
members of the Government have followed 
suit-—-I venture to say that | am not 
satistied, and that Members on this side 
of the House are not satisfied that there 
is anywhere any evidence of gigantic 
military preparations in the Transvaal 
before the raid. I have the evidence 
of the Blue Book to show that Sir 
Hercules Robinson wrote after the raid, 
and pointed out to the Colonial Seecre- 
tary that the preparations of the Boers 
were, no doubt, very great, but that they 
were defensive preparations, and that 
they were the result of the suspicions 
eaused by the raid. That is- not my 
opinion, but that of the High 
Commissioner, Sir Hercules Robinson, 
afterwards Lord Rosmead. The opinion 
of a man like Sir Hercules Robinson—- 
Lord Rosmead—-who had lived the best 
part of his lite in South Africa, and 
who knew the ropes as no other man did, 
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was of infinitely greater importance than 
that of Sir Alfred Milner. Then there is 
the great Afrikander conspiracy, of which 
[ have great difficulty in speaking 
‘patiently. I do not believe in it. 
Where is the evidence of it! If you have 
any evidence give it to us, as it is to your 
interest todo so. The great Afrikander 
conspiracy is chiefly supported by the wild 
allegations of some society of which Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes is or was the president, and 
I think Lam right in saying that in the 
course of the debate in October last it 
was stated by the Colonial Secretary that 
it would be unsafe to attach too great a 
reliance. on their evidence. I cannot find 
where the evidence of this gigantic con- 
spiracy is. I should have thought per- 
sons, and documents, and facts would be 
produced, but there is nothing of the 
kind. There is nothing in the world 
which drives the intellect into such un- 
reasonable errors as the idea of a con- 
spiracy. It is something upon which 
you cannot put your hand; everybody 
knows it, or says he does; it is here, 
there, and everywhere; at the door ; 
under the table; somebody has seen 
it, or if he has not seen it himself he 
knows of somebody who has ; until in the 
end many believe that they have actually 
seen and heard things who would have to 
acknowledge, if pressed, that they had 
never seen or heard anything of the kind. 
We have seen how last vear a neighbour- 
ing and friendly nation, which ought to 
have been superior to any such ideas, was 
driven almost mad by the idea of a 
great Jewish conspiracy. It was said 
that a large body of people in this country 
were in sympathy and alliance with it, 
and we know how absurd that was. But 
people in France believed it. We know 
trom our own history how such a belief lays 
hold of people. Our own records show 
how in the reign of Charles II. wild 
imagination ascribed whatever murder 
was committed and whatever crime took 
place to a supposed popish plot, and large 
numbers of persons of all ranks of life 
were sent to the scaffold in consequence. 
I say the Government of the day 
ought to have been most careful before it 
based its policy on the belief of a great 
Afrikander conspiracy. How can you be- 
lieve in the report of this great conspiracy 
in the face of the loyalty of the Dutch 
| colonists in South Africa some years ago 
‘at the time of the Jubilee and the Colonial 
conference for federation and defence ¢ 
E First Day. 
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The Government are under the obliga- 
tion now to make up their minds and say 
which of the two horses they intend to 
ride. Was the war inevitable or not? | 
do not believe that even the First Lord 
of the Treasury could make ont that 


the two arguments work together. There 
are many aspects of this unfortunate 


war, and [ wish that even when I have 
traced the origins as I have that | 
could leave it there. But ] must say that 
the Government in my opinion have not 
acted wisely since the war began, or rather 
since it became certain it must take place. 
I am not going to indulge in military 
criticism, because, as I have said, I am 
not a military authority ; but there was 
a time when I represented the Foreign 
Office in this House, and [I may therefore 
perhaps be entitled to say a word on 
this aspect of the question. It appears to 
me that there has been a most lamentable 
fiasco in connection with the search 
and seizure of German ships, and I am 
anxious to have an opportunity of saying 

and | think the hon. Gentleman repre- 
senting the Foreign Office will support | 
me— that no greater courtesy in diplo- 
macy, no better example of the comity 
of nations could be found than the 
speech of Count von Biilow on the 
subject. It is necessary that something 
should be said in this House in view of 
the attacks that have been made by the 
newspapers on the language of Count 
von Biilow. It must he remembered that 
he was speaking to the German Parlia- 
ment, to the German people, and when you 
bear in mind the position of extreme 
difficulty in which the Foreign Minister 
of Germany was in having to say 
nothing that would affront the Foreign 
Oftice of this country and still to satisfy 
the German people, the speech he made 
was one that redounds highly to his honour. 
There is another matter bearing on the 
relation of the Foreign Office to this | 
question which seems to me to be open to | 
criticism. There is one thing which I! 
think the Foreign Office might have done | 
to help the operations of war, and that 
waswith regard tothe issueof the proclama- | 
tion to British subjects as to trading with | 
the enemy. That was not issued as soon 
as it might have been. When, in 1861, 
there was a danger of a war with the 
United States, Lord Palmerston, took | 
time by the forelock. I have a letter in | 
my hand written by Lord Palmerston to 


Lord E. Fitzmaurice. 


( 
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‘Lord Granville, on the 29th November, 


1861, in which he said— 


* Would it not be possible to have a Council 
to-morrow afternoon, if the Cabinet should on 
full consideration agree to a proclamation for- 
bidding the export of arms, gunpowder, and 


gnc ey I shall try to persuade them, for it 
is plain that war with the Northern Americans 


is possible, and if that is so, would 
it not be an act of folly, amounting to absolute 
imbecility, to let those who soon may be our 
enemies, and whom we believe intending to he 
80, go on extracting from our own warehouses 
and workshops the means of war against us’ 
The right thing would be to prohibit the ex- 
port altogether. Some of onr merehants and 
manufacturers might suffer and complain : hut 
the interest of the few must vield to the 
welfare oi the many.” 


They did not wait till the war had 
begun. If the proclamation had 
issned it would have prevented large con- 
signments of arms and munitions of 
war to the Transvaal which went from 
Birmingham and elsewhere shortly before 
war was declared. I am only speaking 
of facts. 


been 


AN Hox. MemBer: What facts 4 
Lorp FE. FITZMAURICE: 1 am say- 
ing that ammunition and stores found 
their way over to the ‘Transvaal not 
merely from Germany and France 
but England as well. I am_ speaking 
of before the war, otherwise Lord 
Palmerston’s letter would not be 
relevant. What [ am accusing the 
Foreign Office of is negligence in not pre- 
venting before the war began the impor- 
tation of arms into the ‘Transvaal from 
this country. Of course if I am wrong 
in my dates and the right hon. Gentleman 
can show me that this proclamation was 
issued earlier, then my accusation falls to 
the ground, but if I am right in my 
dates there has been a lamentable waste 
of time. Only one other word: 
the right hon. Gentleman challenges 
us as to our views about this war. He 
tried, as he has done all along, to fasten 
upon us the imputation of want of 
patriotism, because we do not go the 
length of the Ministerial journals in 
saying that we shall never be satisfied, 


{ . > ° 
;and will offer no terms whatever, until 


we have stamped out the Republics. 
[ speak plainly when I say I distinctly 
refuse to give any such pledge. Diplo- 
macy always must and always should 
go almost even handed with the progress 
of anarmy. It was so with the great 
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French Revolution. Mr. Pitt more than 
once sent Lord Malmesbury to France to 
negotiate during the war. During the 
Crimean War we hadaconferenceat Vienna; 
that was while the war was going on; 
and it is the height of madness to 
lav down a hard and fast proposition 
that nothing will satisfy us until 
Bloemfontein and Pretoria are — re- 


duced. That is what the right hon. 
Gentleman says, but that is a matter 


which, | think, public opinion will have 
to consider. I venture to tell hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that there is a public 
opinion outside the Metropolis, and 
even if it be a fact that those who hold 
these opinions are a small minority, | 
find consolation in the reflection that 
in the long wars at the beginning 
of the century the canse of peace was 
advocated, though it was but by a small 
minority. They believed their cause 
just, and they stood by it, though their 
numbers fell low. I am convinced that 
these hot-headed doctrines are not the 
doctrines of Ministers, but of the London 
press and persons who do not propose to 
go to the front themselves. I believe at 
the right time the Government will not be 
afraid to let diplomacy find its place in 
our camps. Let the Government. say, 
first of all, that all British territory must 
he cleared of the invaders, and the 
superiority of owr arms asserted ; but it 
is not necessary to say that the superiority 
of our arms can only be asserted by a 
great invasion and the final conquest of 
the two Republics. LT implore the House 
to bear in mind the noble words of Lord 
Salisbury at the Mansion House when he 
declared that the war was not being 
waged by this country for the purpose of 
obtaining gold mines or for annexation of 
territory, as | understood him, and I hope 
correctly. Let the Government beware 
of doing anything by which it could 
be proclaimed that England, this free 
country, is the deadly enemy of the 
liberties of two small free States, and 
will only be satisfied with their destruc- 
tion. Otherwise the gulf between the 
two sides of the House may grow wider 
than I believe it is now, and we might 
have to hurl back at you after many years 
the fierce quotation which Lord Cairns 
launched at us from his place in Parlia- 
ment : 

“Tn all the troubles which we ever bore, 


We grieved, we sighed, we wept ; we never 
blushed before.” 
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[ beg to move the Amendment of 
which I have given notice. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question to add the 
words, "But we humbly express our regret 
at the want of knowledge, foresight, and 
judgment displayed by Your Majesty's ad- 
visers, alike in their conduct of South African 
affairs since 1895 and in their preparations for 
the war now proceeding. “--(Lord Kdmond 
Fitzmaurice.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. DRAGE (Derby) said it was not 
his intention to follow the noble Lord 
into all the topics of his speech. The 
question was whether the war was just. 
With regard to the so-called Duteh con- 
spiracy, he desired to lay before the 
House information that had 
over to him during the last few days 
from Cape Colony. With regard to 
the question of whether the war is 
just, the House was aware that there 
were four signatories to the London 
Convention, one of whom was Mr. Du 
Toit, and his view was entirely in favour 
of the view taken by the Government. 
It would be remembered that after the 
retrocession in 1881, when the whole of 
South Africa was practically in favour of 
annexation, Mr. Du Toit started alone the 
agitation which eventually led to the 
Government giving way. Not only so, 
tut he afterwards came to Pretoria, and 
in 1889 was the close adviser of Presi- 
dent Kruger and the organiser of the 
Afrikander Bond. Therefore both sides of 
the House would probably agree that the 
opinions of such a man were worthy of 
something more than passing attention. 
The hon. Member proceeded to say that 
it Was in consequence of the manifesto of 
which extracts had been supplied to him 
that he became convinced that England 
was in the right and the Transvaal 
Government in the wrong. He referred 
to the utterances of Mr. Du Toit, and par- 
ticularly-to his remarkable statement that 
what the Transvaal fought for was not for 
independence, but the maintenance of 


been sent 


injustice. That view was fully borne 
out by clergymen and Nonconformist 


/ ministers in South Africa. England, then, 
fought for the violated rights of Uit- 
landers, to whom she was responsible 


E 2 
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under the Convention. She fought for 
the maintenance of her position as the 
paramount power in South Africa, against 
the Transvaal, which promised to respect 
that supremacy by Article 4 of the Con- 
vention, but now openly defied it. The 
Transvaal fought not for independence, for 
England had repeatedly offered to guaran- 
that, but for the maintenance of in- 
justice and for the vindication of an 
oligarchy which had enriched itself at the 
expense of the country. Quotations 
could be given from speeches by ministers 
of the Church of England, and by Noncon- 
formists resident in Johannesburg and in 
Cape Town, in support of this view. He 
did not know whether the House was pre- 
pared to listen to more than one or two 
extracts from the utterances of these 
gentlemen, but they went to the root of 
the whole controversy. The Rev. Mr. 
Fisher, for ten years a minister at the 
Cape, said 


“ He believed from the bottom of his heart 
that the conflict was inevitable, unless we 
were prepared to abandon the colonists to the 
most ruthless oppression the world had ever 
seen.” 


Again, the Natal Congregational Union, 
writing to the central body in England, 


said 


“ Humanly speaking, the war was inevitable. 
The war now raging has long been pressed and 
prepared for by the Boers with a view to mili- 
tary and political dominion over the whole of 
South Africa, and the plea of fightine for inde- 
pendence has been but a blind to hide the real 
aim of the enormous military preparations of 
the Republics which began years before the 
Jameson raid.” 


The Rey. Charles Philip, Congregational 
minister at Johannesburg, said 


‘All the ministers of the Free Churches 
believe the war was mere talk. A united 
Dutch Kepublic from the Zambesi to the Cape 
was the object, and the exclusion of the 
British from South Africa. The Boers have 
not only been preparing for the inevitable 
since the raid. The raid was largely the 
consequence of the preparations which  pre- 
ceded it. If any possibility of peace existed 
it lay in a united front being shown in the 
country. Unfortunately local writers were 
able to declare that England was divided in 
this matter, and that if the worst came to the 
worst the Liberal party or some foreign 
Government would prevent their independence 
being destroyed.” 


This seemed to show what the leaders 


of religious thought in the Church of 


Mr. Drage. 
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England and among the Nonconformist 
' body believed as to the attitude adopted 
by Her Majesty’s Government.. Another 
point in the speech of the noble Lord who 
moved the Amendment was the question of 
this so-called “conspiracy,” which he (Mr. 
Drage) ventured to call an aspiration, or 
ambition, to oust the British from South 
Africa. There could be no doubt that 
there were a very large number of the 
Cape Dutch as loyal to the Throne as 
anyone ; but from the time of Sir Bartle 
Frere and onwards the despatches sent 
home spoke of a great national Dutch 
movement which was hostile to the 
Crown. Cape Colonists traced the 
beginning of this movement, oddly 
enough, to an Englishman sent out 
by the Colonial Office—to Mr. Froude. It 
was not to ancient history that one 
needed to go to find the cause of this 
Dutch aspiration for a great national 
want. There were some hon. Members 
who had studied the Nihilist movement 
in Russia, and the Socialist movement. in 
Germany, the Mafia in Sicily, or the 
Carbonari in Italy, and they would know 
that a great national movement must have 
an economic basis; it must also have 
a religious sentiment connected with it, a 
political organisation to carry it forward, 
and lastly, a great military organisation 
with a military leader to take command. 
These conditions, with the exception of 
the last, had existed in South Africa. 
The hon. Member enumerated the econo- 
mic grounds which played their part in 
leading up to the present conflict. He 
cited President Kruger himself as to the 
origin of the trouble; while there was 
also in this connection the emancipation 
of the blacks. He had it on the authority 
of the Rev. W. Fisher that, ‘in the 
Transvaal, whatever injury a black man 
sustained, he had no chance of redress. 
In Johannesburg the Katlirs were whipped 
without any trial for walking on the 
pavement ; and a black man is also pre- 
vented from owning land” The hon. 
Gentleman also referred to the labour 
question. and the administration of the 
liquor laws which prevailed at the pre 
sent moment in the Transvaal, and in 
conclusion emphasised his belief that, in 
the opinion of men who were best able to 
judge, the war in which we are engaged 
was one of which the national conscience 
approved, and that the result of it 
would be the 


military forces; military, as — well 


re-organisation of our 
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as colonial and foreign, «questions 
would be raised above the purview of 
party polities ; and, lastly, he could not 
help thinking that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in considering the nature of the 
sacrifices of the colonies, would see the 
need of consulting statesmen in Canada, 
Australia, and South Africa with regard 
to the future organisation of the forces of 
the Crown. He declared that the honour 
of England was at stake and that we 
could not withdraw now from the contest 
in which we are involved. There might 
be divisions on-hoth sides of the House ; 
but he ventured to hope that the ciseus- 
sion would be conducted free from party 
spirit and with the sole aim in view of 
the welfare of the country at large. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): | 
wish to make it pertectly clear, in sup- 
porting this Amendment, that I desire 
only to mark my sense of the inadequacy 
of the military preparations both before 
and since the war. I do not desire to 
cast the slightest reflection on the justice 
of our cause in South Africa or on the way 
in which, all things considered, that cause 
has been handlgd by Her Majesty's 
Government. There may be differences 
of opinion in regard to the skill with 
which the Government conducted the 
negotiations which preceded the war : 
hut that question is a very minor ques 
tion indeed compared with the supreme 
question of whether or not we are fight- 
ing a just cause. Some of my_ hon. 
friends have treated the war as unjust, or 
at all events they have created the im- 
pression that the cause for which we are 
fighting is in their view an inadequate 
and trivial cause. That is a very serious 
view to put before the country at a crisis 
like this. I do not believe for one 
moment that it is too late to dis- 
cuss a question of this kind. [think 
it is important that the education 
of the people with regard to the issues 
of this war should be continued day by 
day. Ido not believe that this country 
can ever carry on a great war with a bad 
conscience, and, as the country is now to 
be called upon to make a great and_pro- 
longed effort in regard to the war, that 
call can only be made suecesstully if we 
are able to put our claim on the ground 
of right. I have noticed with alarm the 


action taken by my right hon. friend the 
Member for Montrose, for there is no 
statesman whose moral judgment I more 
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profoundly respect. By ignoring the 
real issues of this war; by magnifying 
to an extraordinary degree the mischief 
which may have been done by financiers 
who have always mixed themselves up in 
every great struggle since the world 
began ; by dint of these things, the right 
hon, Gentleman has succeeded in casting 
around the origin of this war a vain 
suspicion or suggestion which has made 
many people believe that the war is 
unjust. If these are facts, then the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose and hou. Members who agree 


with him are justified in their 
action; but if tkey are not facts, 
and they are wrong, as I con- 


tend they are, then it would be impossi- 
ble tor any body of men to do this 
country a graver disservice. The attitude 
ot the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose is the most singular of all. I 
do not gather that he denies the justice 
of this war, but he tells us that the 
questions at issue between the Boer 
Government and Uitlanders are jot 
worth the bones of one of his con- 
stituents. That is rather a_ striking 
utterance to come from a statesman who 
recommended us not long ago to insist 
upon «a five years franchise. That 
scarcely seems a consistent attitude to 
adopt for something which is not worth 
the bones of a single Scotsman. The right 
hon. Gentleman might also have thought 
of what must have been the feelings in 
what hehimselt has so eloquently described 
as ‘the stricken homes of England” when 
they are told that the cause for which 
their sons and brothers are fighting is a 
trivial cause, and that their blood has been 
wasted. If the right hon. Gentleman is 
right in his facts there is nothing more to 
he said, for I for one detest the jingoism 
which puts patriotism above the moral 
law. But what is the case which the 
right hon. Gentleman thinks inadequate ! 
It is admitted to be the cause of political 
liberty for the majority of the inhabitants 
of the Transvaal. It is the cause of 
political liberty in a new country as big 
as France, which is open not enly 
as a moral right but by solemn 
treaties to all new comers. It is the 
cause of racial equality, of education, of 
municipal government, of a free press, of 
public meeting, and of every right which 
makes men free--and that is the cause 
which we are told is not worth the bones 
of a single Scotsman. [| do not wonder 
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at the opinion he expresses when one goes 
further on in his speech and sees the 
supposed fact on which he bases his 
view. He says that whatever the griev- 
ances of the Uitlanders may have been 
nine-tenths of them would have been re- 
dressed by the franchise offered by the 
Boer Government. In regard to this, | 
hope my right hon. friend will forgive me 
if I use plain language, for his conten- 
tion is not merely wrong, but it is abso- 
lutely and hopelessly ridiculous. Now 
what is the right hon. Gentleman's 
ground for this contention! I hope that 
in this House he will attempt to establish 
the statement which he has put before the 
country, for [ challenge him to show a 
single concession, great or small, put for- 
ward by the ‘Transvaal Government 
during these negotiations that was either 
worthy of unconditional acceptance or 
capable ot unconditional acceptance. | 
suppose he referred to the — so- 
called with regard to 
the franchise. On this subject a most 
singular misapprehension has arisen 
which | had hoped might by this time have 
been removed, namely, that there was only 
a difference between us and the Trans 
vaal Government merely of two years in 
the franchise. [| think the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member tor Bodmin has 
himself frequently laid stress upon this 
point. Now, from what is it that this 
misconception arises’ Before the Trans- 
vaal Franchise Act was passed at all, the 
Colonial Secretary was informed -some 
weeks before-— that there was to bea seven 
years retrospective franchise. At that 
time the Act was undergoing daily many 
changes, and it appears that in his 
anxiety to come to some agreement with 
Mr. Kruger, the Colonial Secretary has- 
tened to rejoice that on the basis of this 
promise there was merely two vears 
between himself and Mr. Kruger. — But 
when he made that statement the Act had 
not passed, and he had not seen it, and 
the right hon. Gentleman's statement was 
made not in reference to a performance, 
but in regard to a promise. — Ever since 
that time that phrase of his has been 
handied about on platforms, it has been 
echoed and re-echocd in the press, and it 
is stated that the only difference about 
which we are fighting is a difference of 
two years in the franchise. I think 
it is quite time that this statement 
ceased circulation. Now what is the 
fact about the franchise? Of course, 
Mr. Robson, 
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what we were demanding was a 
general franchise for the Uitlanders, 
and that was what the Colonial Secretary 
hoped he was going to get. But the Act 
passed was in no sense what was expected, 
and was not intended to be a general 
franchise Act for the Uitlanders, for it 
was simply an Act enabling the Boer 
Officials, with the consent of their 
superiors, in certain rather remarkable 
and almost impossible cases, to give the 
franchise to such Uitlanders as they might 
happen to be personally satisfied with. 
The Act is one long series of complicated 
provisions, all of which show two distinet 
and real objects on the part of the 
draftsman—-the first is to make it im- 
possible for any Uitlander to have a 
direct right to the franchise, and the 
second object is to make it possible 
for any official to exercise his discretion 
in giving the franchise to a Uitlander. 
It may be supposed that I have given 
a picturesque view of the Act, but the 
criticism which | give has been confirmed 
by two men who, of all men in the world, 
are the most competent to judge— [ allude 
to Mr. Kruger and Mr. Reitz. Since | 
ventured to express my view as to the 
provisions of this Act, | have had for- 
warded to me a copy of «a Transvaal paper 
dated the 13th of May, 1899, and that 
was the very time at which Mr. Krugei 
was framing his proposals for the Bloem- 
fontein Conference. [In that paper Mr, 
Kruger assures his burghers that they 
are quite wrong in supposing that he pro- 
posed to give the Uitlanders a genera} 
franchise, for he says, “No threats 
will induce me to give a_ general 
franchise to the Uitlanders.” Mr. Reitz 
has also made a statement to a similar 
effect, for he has referred to the practical 
impossibility of giving a general franchise 
to the Uitlanders. That disposes of the 
argument that the Transvaal Government 
had given us a substantial concession by 
the Franchise Act. As long as they con- 
ferred on their officials the right to give the 
franchise where they thought fit, that was 
not a concession to the Uitlanders in the 
Transvaal, To do not want to take up 
the time of the House by going into the 
various diplomatic stages of the negotia- 
tions, but let me ask the House to con- 
sider these statements in the light of the 
subsequent offer of a tive vears franchise, 
about which we hear so much. The five 
years franchise was offered as an alterna- 
tive to any inquiry into the seven years 
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franchise. The five years franchise was 
offered, but when it was put forward the 
Colonial Secretary, who is accused of 
having accepted it in ambiguous terms, at 
once met it with a qualified acceptance, 
and suggested that England and the 
Transvaal should sit down together and 
join in an inquiry, and endeavour to 
the terms or conditions which 
shoul attach to the franchise, —be- 
cause the conditions were everything 
and the period named was unimportant. 
If you make certain conditions it matters 
not Whether the qualifying period is one 
year or ten. Mr. Kruger had no great 
objection to offer to the five years franchise, 
hut when the conditions which would 
attach to the acquisition of the franchise 
were stated in the next despatch the tive 
years franchise was dropped. Can it 
ever have been intended to be accepted, 
and is there any reason to believe that 
the five years franchise would have been 
different to the seven years franchise, 
which Mr. Kruger himself admitted was not 
aveneral Franchise Actat all? [ venture 
to say that the five years franchise was a 
delusive offer never intended to be 
accepted in any substantial sense, and we 
can pretty well guess now what was in 

tended, for it gave the Boers time to com 

plete their military preparations. While 
my vight hon. friend the Member for 
Montrose was talking about his eight-day 
clock, and the Colomial Secretary about 
his hour-glass, Mr. Kruger had his eye on 
the barometer, and he was waiting for 
the proper season to begin his operations. 
So much for the statement that any sub- 
stantial concessions have been offered to 
us by the Transvaal. ‘There is another 
difficulty, and I hope the House will bear 
with me while Ideal with it, because it 


arrange 


seems to me to beat the root of this 
trouble, The question is asked why 
we have any right to insist upon 


any franchise at all for the Uit- 
landers. It seems to be assumed that 
these unfortunate Uitlanders are a sort 
of aliens with no right to share in the 
Goverment under which they live, and 
with no claim to protection. I have 
heard them continually compared to 
aliens, but there could not be a more 
patent misconception of the facts. An 
wien has no right of entry or residence 
in the country to which he goes ; he may 
live there and trade there, but he does so 
only on precarious — administrative 


promises, which may be revoked at any | 
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moment. What is the position of the 
Uitlander? He is in the Transvaal by a 
right as valid, both from the legal and the 
moral point, of view, as any Boer in the 
place. 


Mr. BRYN 
shire, EKifion): 
and trade. 


ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
In respect of commerce 


Mr. ROBSON: That is exactly what 
1 am dealing with. An alien has no 
right in respect of commerce and trace, 
but the Uitlander has, for he is a lawful 
inhabitant of the Transvaal, and that is 
by no means the same state as that of the 
alien. Let it be remembered that, so far 
as regards the settlement of the Trans- 
vaal and the development of the trade 
and commerce of the Transvaal, Boers 
and Britons have absolutely equal rights. 
Now we have the Uitlander there in the 
position of an unenfranchised inhabitant. 
What is the position of Boer and Briton 
there? The Boers claim to be there 
by right of conquest, and the Uitlanders 
claim to be there by right of Conven- 
tion, and that title not worse than 
conquest from a legal point of view, and 
if anything rather better than conquest 
from # moral point of view. [ am quite 
content to put my argument as to the 
rights of the Uitlanders under the Con- 
vention of 1881 on one side, and put my 
case on the broadest possible basis under 
the Convention of 1884. That Conven- 
tion at all events puts the Uitlander, as I 
have stated before, in the position of an 
unenfranchised inhabitant of a new 
country. Let me ask the House to con- 
sider the Boers as being the ociginal 
settlers and conquerors of a new country. 
[t is very misleading indeed to draw 
parallels between newer countries. What 
would be said if in any other of the new 
countries of the world the criginal 
settlers and conquerors pursued the same 
policy as that which has been pursued by 
the Boers? What would happen, for in- 
stance, in America? Suppose that in 
America they decided that all emigrants 
into their country or only the Germans 
should go there as a subject race, that 
they should not have the franchise, that 
the German Government should not in- 
terfere, and that the Germans should 
have no claim to interference on their be- 
half, and that the right of public meet- 
Hirst Day. 
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ing, free press, and many other matters 
were to be under the guudianship of the 
original inhabitants of the country. 
What would be said of that state of 
things! Suppose my right hon. friend 
the Member for Montrose recommended 
patience to these outraged people. That 
is not the view which the Germans 
would take. Obviously the true principle 
is that if settlers choose to go into a new 
country and appropriateas much of thearea 
as they like, allowing for the expansion of 
their own race, they havea right to choose 
whatever government they like; but if 
they go into a new tract of the earth’s 
surface and take a portion as big as 
France which they know they can never 
develop themselves, but which — they 
allow to be developed by other races, 
then I say they have no right to 
keep that country, and they cannot 
claim to keep it as a right except 
upon the terms that they should govern 
it in ways consistent with modern civilisa- 
tion. It seems to me ludicrous that the 
30ers should claim the right to invite other 
races there and treat them as subject 
races. Of course due allowance should be 
made for the rapidity of development and 
growth of population, especially in the 
Transvaal. That is an allowance which 
everybody acknowledges ought to be 
made. | ask again for fair consideration 
of this question. Could any proposal be 
more moderate or any suggestion more 
reasonable than the proposal of — the 
Colonial Secretary that we should take 
only eight Members out of a Parliament 
ot thirty-two, although in proportion 
we were entitled to equality’ In our 
adjacent colonies we gave all the inhabi 
tants equality, and yet in the Transvaal 
we have never asked for it. All we have 
asked for is a /ocus stundi for the majority 
of the lawful inhabitants of the Trans- 
vaal. I venture to say that the demand 
put forward by this country was a reason- 
able demand based on just. principles. 
There has never been from the beginning 
of the time named in this Amendment 
down to now a single demand put. for- 
ward to the Transvaal which could be 
said in any way to menace its indepen- 
dence. The Boers may have suspicions, 
but we cannot prevent that. We were 
careful in 1896 to put forward demands 
which should not interfere even with 
their franchise. ‘The Colonial Secretary 
then appeared as the champion of a new 
Home Rule. That was refused. If all 
Mr Robson. 
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the Boers had wanted was liberty for 
themselves they would have welcomed 
that Home Rule solution offered by the 
Colonial Secretary. By refusing it they 
showed clearly that what they wanted 
was not liberty for themselves, but 
dominion over us. The history of the 
last thirty years has been marked by 
all sorts of aggressive movements hevond 
their boundaries by the Boers, all of 
which were breaches of the Conveition. 
In 1891 there was organised a raid on a 
warlike basis with far more men than Dr, 
Jameson had, the object being to appro- 
priate the country of the Chartered Com- 
pany to the north. Who can doubt that 
President Kruger knew of that raid! We 
have heard a great deal of the alleged 
complicity of the Colonial Secretary in 
the Jameson raid, but does anybody 
doubt the complicity of President Kruger 
in the raid of 1891, when the Boers went 
to the borders of the territory of the 
Chartered Company, and were met—by 
whom! By Dr. Jameson. It was not 
until they were told that the, 
opposed by forces not merely of the 
Chartered Company —-which they 
prepared to resist and overcome —but by 
the forees of Her Majesty the (Queen, 
that they went back. It is well to 
remember — that when we 


would be 


were 


episode 


hear so much righteous indignation 
expressed as to the Jameson raid. — If 
there was one person who at all events 


had no right to complain of the Jameson 
rail it was Mr. Kruger, because so far 
as he and his Government were con- 
cerned the raid was an act of not un- 
natural retaliation. We 
the Transvaal is armed merely because of 
the Jameson raid. Can it be believed 
that, raid or no raid, if the Transvaal 
Government had made up its mind not 
to enfranchise the majority of its popula- 
tion, that sooner or later there would not 
have been either revolution er war’? The 
arming of the Transvaal would not have 
been a gun less if there had been no raid, 
always provided that they had made up 
their mind not I 


sal | 
are told that 


to alter the existing 
political situation, which depended on 
great inequality between the two races. 
The moment the Transvaal Government 
came to the conclusion that they would 
support the system they must have known 
there would be war—-raid or no raid. 
3ut the Boers knew more than that. In 
addition to knowing that support of the 
existing system involved rebellion or war, 
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they also knew that they could not treat 
the English as a disfranchised and subject 
race in one part of South Africa without 
destroying the power of England over the 
whole of South Africa. Therefore, they 
knew that if they were to maintain their 
system of race government they must 
strike for a wider supremacy, and they 
got ready for it. We did not, and that 
is why I am going to vote for this Amend- 
ment. Instead of getting ready for the 
war we preferred the poliey of the right 
hon. Member for Montrose, and wasted 
year after vear in a policy of unwise 
and futile Conventions. The 
however, knew better. There is no 
oecasion to imagine the kind of 
dramatic underground conspiracy which 
has heen described by the noble 
Lord: there is not the — slightest 
occasion to suppose a necessity for any 
such conspiracy. The necessities of the 
situation were too palpable, they needed 
no secret propaganda. Every Dutchman 
inSouth Africa must have known those 
necessities as | have ventured to state 
them to-night- -viz., that as they were 
determined not to extend political equality 
to the English in the Transvaal, there 
must be war: and it must be a war 
which would settle not merely — the 
Transvaal question, but also the question 
of the supremacy in South Africa. 
‘Independence ” is the formula of the 
Afrikander Bond for the exclusion of 
England from all internal affairs in 
South Africa. “Independence” is the 
formula of President Kruger for the 
exclusion of the English from political 
liberty in the Transvaal. There is no 
for conspiracy ; each under- 
stands the other perfectly well. This: 
policy, so far from being a conspiracy, is 
the avowed object and the inevitable pre- 
liminary of the war. When every other 
argument has tailed, we have references 
to the “trail of finance” over the whole 
business. 1 would ask my hon. friends to 
try to get the true measure of the 
financial aspect of this question. What 
political revolution has there ever been 
in which finance in one form or another 
has not played an important and_pre- 
dominant part! Men do not make 
revolutions for academical or philosophical 
reasons; they make revolutions for 
material reasons, they make revolutions 
for £ s. d. But behind every one of 
those financial questions stands the 
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human freedom. What are the finan- 
cial grievances in the Transvaal? I my- 
self care nothing for mere‘ financial 
reasons —as far as I am concerned I 
have not and have never had the re- 
motest interest in the world with them— 
and they are only important according to 
my view as indicating the absence of 
political equality. In every revolution, 
although principles of liberty are at 
stake, it is ultimately some small ques- 
tion of finance which occasions the out- 
break. Do not let it be supposed that 
because there is in this, as in every other 
revolution, a financial element, therefore 
there is not present in it alse that 
element which we all respect and regard, 
viz., the great question of human liberty 
ard human freedom. The importance of 
the present conflict lies in the fact that 
the future of the Great South African 
nation is at stake. There is no sort of 
gain possible to England from the conflict. 
We may lose much, while at best we can 
but establish another Free State in the 
Transvaal. But what does it mean to 
South Africa? The question for South 


: 


Africa is whether the millions of men 
who will one day inhabit that great 
territory should work together in  har- 


mony and co-operate as members of 
equal races, or whether there should be 
a new nation unlike all the other new 
nations of the world—a nation 
with a great part of its population 
disfranchised, and without — political 
liberty, in which the majority are sub- 
ject to the tyranny of race. I desire, at 
all events, to make it clear that I sup- 
port this Amendment on the gronnd that 
there has been undoubtedly a lack of 
care and an insutticient degree of pre- 
paration, both before the war and in 
the conduct of military preparations since 
the war began. At all events, as far as 
I am concerned, [ will not have it sup- 
posed that I charge the Government with 
having plunged this country into a war 
which is either unjust or which conld 
reasonably have been avoided. 


new 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford): I must express considerable 
surprise at the form in which the Amend- 
ment has been moved, and | do not see 
much practical force in most of the charges 
which the noble Lord has brought against 
the Government. Virtually he endeavours 


great principle of human liberty and] to crucify the Government upon the 


First Day. 
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horns of this dilemma: either it is true 
the war was inevitable, or it is true 
the war was not inevitable. The noble 
Lord, if [ may say so, is too logical. 
can very well argue now that it is true 
that war was inevitable or that it was not, 
but vou could not before war was declared 
expect the Government to say that war 
Was or was not inevitable. The most 
the Government could say was that thev 
hoped war would be avoided. If they 
had taken up the position that war 
could be avoided I suppose they would 
not have made the proper preparations. 
The noble Lord also seemed to take it for 
granted that if anything happened to 
Presidents Kruger, who is 76 years of age, 
most of these troubles would he avoided 
wid the Government be able to tide over 
negotiations until they completely dis- 
appeared. That is not at all a position 
which can be taken up. 
President Kiugers to follow : 
there is Mr. Reitz, who is an 
representative in every respect of Presi- 
dent Kruger’s intentions and wishes. 
Those intentions are easily judged iow 
by the light of events, but they have been 
fairly obvious since the year Lassi. 
President Kruger has never intended that 
the Uitlanders should be in the same 
position as regards the franchise as his 
own burghers. On the contrary, he was 
determined to preserve special privileges 
to his burghers which were not to be 
enjoyed by Vitlanders. He went so far 
as to tell me that he did uot see why 
people who came into the country ata 
tiie subsequent to its original start should 
be allowed to swamp the original burghers 
who were there. I humbly suggested 
that it perfectly that 
educated men when they had resided a 
sufficient time in the country should have 
the franchise, and that they should he 
treated as they would be treated by every 
elvilised Government. but that was 1ot the 
view of the President, and Lam convinced 
that under uo circumstances would he 
have given the franchise in the way the 
British Government justly demanded. it. 
Equally 1 think it was his intention to 
undermine by degrees the supremacy of 
Great Brituin. For many years past he 
has been striving to work i such a way 
as gradually to sap the power and 
influence of England throughout South 
Africa. There is no doubt now what was 
his intention. It was unmasked by Mr. 
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last May that the Transvaal claimed to. 
be a sovereign international State. That 
was the issue he evidently had in his 
mind, but it was one which from his 
point of view he put forward rather 
sooner than perhaps was wise. But when 
he had put it forward he saw his mistake, 
and endeavoured to brush it aside by 
suggesting that if the discussion of the 
Transvaal’s position was likely to prevent 
a peaceful issue of the negotiations it had 
better be put aside altogether. That was 
not a position which this country could 
have tolerated for one moment, and it 
cannot be too often remembered that at 
that time this country was supported by 
the whole of Europe in its contention, 
because when the Transvaal desired to be 
represeiited at the Peace Conference at 
Brussels as an independent State this 
country protested, and the Powers of 
Europe said that the Transvaal could not 
he admitted. But President Kruger has 
for years past been endeavouring to 
encroach upon the territory of England. 
We all know the Zulu War was largely 
undertaken to save the Transvaal from 
(listurbances ; but nevertheless, directly 
the war was at an end and there was a 
question of the resettlemens of territory, 
we found President Kruger aid his ad- 
herents laying the foundations of a new 
Republic ina corner of Zululand which 
they had succeeded in annexing. The 


same was the case in regard to the 
Stellaland raids. The Convention — of 


1884 laid down specific boundaries of the 
Transvaal : these boundaries did not. in- 
clude the districts in Stellaland. That 
Convention was signed on February 27th, 
Is84, and in the spring of that year a 
to Stella- 
land, and a British Protectorate was pro- 


claimed. In the summer of that year 
disturbances occurred n connection with 
the native chiefs, and on the 10th 


December President Kruger—as he ex- 
plained, in the interests of humanity — 
proclaimed that those territories were 
part of the Transvaal. This was  practi- 
cally, if not actually, a breach of the 
Convention which had just been signed, 
and it shows the spirit which has 
animated President Kruger throughout 
these negotiations. We can trace the 
same spirit in the perpetual and syste- 
matic way in which the President has 
been arming of recent years. It is idle 
to say that the importations of arms were 
merely for defensive purposes, and that 
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there was no hostile intention as far as 
this country was concerned. It is now 
pretty common knowledge, whatever it 
may have been previously, that the 
Portuguese Customs in Delagoa Bay will 
certify that at least 200,000 rifles were 
imported through that port to the 
Transvaal during the last three years. 
That figure is the more remarkable when 
we remember that just before the waz 
President Kruger himself stated that the 
whole number of bis fighting burghers 
amounted to about 30,000. Even allow 
ing for over 15,000 from the Orange Free 
State there was an enormous margin left 
out of these 200,000, What were they 
for’? Allow two rifles to each man, and 
there is still a gigantic margin. I do not 
believe it is unfair to suggest that that 
margin was intended for providing with 
rifles the Dutchmen of Cape Colony, whom 
President Kruger hoped he would have to 
support him. That goes far to show that, 
however the negotiations were conducted, 
war would not have been avoided. 
Various fallacies have been put forward 
in this debate and on other occasions by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and I think an 
early opportunity should be taken to 
comment upon them and expose the mis 
takes. One of the chief fallacies we have 
heard on vecent occasions has been that of 
the right hon. Member for Montrose 

that this is merely a capitalists’ struggle. 
Ican assure him that this is by no means 
acapitalists’ struggle. It is a mistake to 
suppose that all the Jewish capitalists are 
on one side and all the people oppressed 
hy capitalists on the other. There are 
Jewish and other capitalists who are 
strongly concerned with the opposite side. 
There are Jewish capitalists who are 
holders of many concessions from the 
Transvaal Government, and whose per- 
sonal interest it is to maintain the corrupt 
system of that Governnient. Weare also 
told by the Leader of the Opposition 
that the Government ought to have 
known last summer that the Free 
State would join with the  Trans- 
vaal if a war broke out. I demur 
to that very much. The — reason 
the Free State joined the Transvaal is a 
very simple one. It is simply the race 
feeling. f remember perfectly weil 
hearing the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition denying alto- 
gether in this House that any race feeling 
existed in South Africa. That being so, 
time in 


he certainly was not at the 
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possession of the real reason why the Free 
State has joined the Transvaal, and I do 
not think he then could have been brought 
to the conclusion which he now says should 
have been arrived at. Then much is 
said by hon. (sentlemen opposite about 
the loyalty of the Afrikanders. Some 
members of the Afrikander Bond cer- 
tainly were loyal to the Government of 
the Queen, aid felt strongly that although 
they were British South Africans they 
were also British citizens, but; neverthe- 
less, the Afrikander Bond was the link 
which connected the loyal Cape Dutch 
with disloyal conspirators, and [am 
sorry to say that the loyal Cape Dutch 
have not been able to see their way to 
resist the influence brought to bear on 
them. We have discussed this Amend- 
ment mainly with regard to the past 
negotiations and past policy of the 
Government. We have still to discuss 
subjects which are intimately connected 


with our troops. When the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition said that the number of 
our troops was ludicrously insufficient 


it crossed aay mind that he had been 
speaking a great deal about ex post fucto 
opinion, and [ wondered whether that 
was not an «post fucto opinion of his 
It certainly has that appearance, 
because he used no expression last 
summer to suggest that he thought the 
number of troops was hopelessly insutti- 
cient. He certainly gave no indication 
then that would enable me to praise his 


OW. 


opinion now as one of foresight. Then 
we have to remember that this war is 


heing carried on at a distance of 6,000 
miles from the base, and is in that respect 
unprecedented in the history of the world. 
It is not an easy matter to send troops 


to fight 6,000 miles away and to 
keep up an adequate commissariat 
supply. That is a question which ought 


to be strongly borne in mind when the 
action of the Government is so glibly 
condemned. In the zreat national crisis 
in which we stand it is important to 
know what is the approximate strength 
of the Boers, and I have it from a Boer 
source, which T think I can reasonably 
trust, that the namber of their troops in 
the field at the present moment ranges 
between 70,000 and 80,000, of whom 
30,000 are surrounding Ladysmith. That 
is a considerable force for us to cope with, 
and | think, whoever may have under- 
estimated the real strength of the Boers, 
First Day 
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‘we should lose no time now. — | believe 
that the country is ready and willing to 
vote an adequate number of men to bring 
this war to a successful conclusion. 
If 50,000 or 100,000 more men are re- 
quired, I am the country will 
gladly provide them without the smallest 
demur, and I believe the Government 
would be acting in the most popular way 
if it promptly determined to send out a 
large additional number of troops to 
reinforce our army in Natal and Cape 
Colony. The country does not wish to 
spare either men or money, and it will 
gladly support in the magnificent manner 
it has hitherto shown any proposition 
put forward in this should 
like to say a few words as to the ini- 
mense value of the colonial troops trom al! 
parts of the Empire. Colonial tre Ops are, 
I believe, very well titted for the special 
kind of warfare required in South Africa. 
But most of all I should like to pay i 
tribute te the troops who have volunteered 
in South Africa itself, such as the Imperial 
Light Horse, the South African Light 
Horse, and similar hodies, tor the great 
services they rendered and are 
rendering. The know ledge of the 
country which they possess and the keen- 
ness they show are most valuable, and the 
number of men still ready to enlist to 
fight the battles of the Empire reflects 
very great credit on the colony and shows 
the unity of our Empire. [trust that what- 
ever is done in the prosecution of the war 
will he done withtheobject of bringing it to 
no other termination than the annexation 
of the two Republics. | believe that is 
the only solution which is likely in’ any 
degree to soothe the unfortunate state of 
the disaffected countries. Certainly they 
will not be soothed by the re-establish- 
ment of the corrupt system of administra- 
tion which existed in the Transvaal. — If 
that system is re-instituted you will find 
in another generation even greater bhitter- 
ness aroused by the unequal treatment of 
the Uitlanders. Nothing short of an 
administration which will institute equal 
rights all round with a fair measure of 
self government is likely to soothe South 
Africa. That will do credit to our 
administration and maintain the dignity 
‘of the Empire and the cause of freedom, 


sure 


sense. — | 


have 


*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): It 
is impossible, during the few minutes 


that remain before the adjournment, to 
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enter fully into the questions which the 
Amendment 


raises. |, therefore, merely 
desire to express the coneurrence whieh 
l_ fee! the have 


fallen from speakers on both sides of the 


with remarks which 


House with regard to the sympathy felt 
with the troops fighting the battles of 
the country in South Africa. There are 


some matters, no doubt, i connection 


with this campaign on which weall are at 
one. We are at one with revard to the 
fecling of sympathy with our troops ; we 

that the 


are at one also with the view 


ultimatum of President Kruger made 
war inevitable, whatever was the case 
before. But, apart trom one or 
two questions of that kind in which 


we all concur there is ample room for 
difference with regard to details, and the 
Amendment which has been moved con- 
centrates and focusses as tar as possible 
those differences of opinion which the 
House of Commons is not only eiititled 


but bound to inquire into. It the object 


of the House to-night were to investigate 
the whole of the questions alike of tactics, 
strategy, and politics arising during the 
course of the last five vears there would 
be very little time left to investigate 
them. In my opinion 
matters ought clearly to be excluded from 
kK r 
tactics this House is 

In the first place, 


some ot these 


an inquiry of this kind. instance, 
on the subject ot 
bound to be silent. 
tacties can only be judged after — full 
knowledge obtained on the spot. To 
criticise generals on the field with regard to 
one particular battle is not only a very 
task, and one in whieh it is 
in addition it is 


invidious 
easy to be misled, hut 
one which it is only possible for experts 
after full investigation of maps, which are 
not obtainable here, to deal with af all 


fullv. Therefore, if tactics were to come 
before the purview of an inquiry in 
this House, the inquiry should be 


with 


strong 


Then 


there is a 


strictly limited. again 
regard to 
prima fucie case for inquiry, but the 
i one for eXx- 
impossible 


strategy, 


matter is so much 
perts that it is almost | 
to deal with it in connection with this 
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Amendment. And yet in regard to it 
there is considerable ditticulty in separat- 
ing questions of strategy from questions 
of policy. For instance, it was on a 
question of policy rather than of strategy 
that Sir George White’s plan was altered 
to a very considerable extent. He was 
not in favour of holding Dundee and 
Glencoe, but he was induced by the 
Governor of Natal to hold these advanced 
posts in spite of the danger to which it 
might give rise. In connection with that 
matter, it will be desirable to pressthe right 
hon. Gentleman further than he has been 
pressed to-night. He told us that the Gov- 
ernnentinthis country had not broughtany 
influence, direct or madirect, to bear on 
any general in the field with regard to 
the conduct of the campaign, and he 
pointed out with reference to Dundee and 
Glencoe, that the Governor of Natal gave 
the advice he did on the advice of his 
own Ministers, and without consultation 
with Ministers in this country. The 
Governor of Natal is, after all, a repre- 
sentative of the Crown, and is directly 
responsible to the Colonial Secretary. 
Therefore, it is impossible to throw the 
hlane on Ministers in Natal, because the 
Governor was not bound to act on their 
advice until authorised or counselled to 
lo so by the Colonial Secretary, and mani- 
festly it was his duty to have com 
municated on a point of such great 
importance with the Colonial Secretary. 
If that applied to Dundee and Glencoe, 
surely the same set of considerations 
applied also to the holding of Ladysmith, 
and to the diversion of troops fron: Cape 
Colony into Natal for the purpose of 
rescuing that town. We are given to 
understand that the Government of this 
country brought no pressure to bear on 
the generals. [ quite accept that, but 
what we wish to know is whether some 
advice was not given by Sir Alfred 
Milner to the effect that very serious 
moral results would be produced if 
Kimberley and Ladysmith were not 
rescued, and unless we are satistied that 
persons holding positions of civil authority 
in South Africa did not give advice of 
that kind we shall still be of opinion, after 
what has transpired in- the despatches 
of Sir George White and also from in- 
formation derived from other quarters 
that a certain amount of pressure was 
brought to bear on the generals which 
induced them to alter the original plan 
of campaign. which was to press forward 
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due north from Cape Colony into the 
Orange Free State, and in that way to 
indirectly relieve the garrisons of Lady- 
smith and Kimberley without dividing 
their forces into subordinate expeditions. 
Those are matters with regard to which 
it seems to me some further explanation 
will have to be given. They are to some 
extent questions of strategy, but they 
are also in part questions of policy, and 
it seems to me impossible that we should 
altogether ignore them in view of the valu- 
able lives which areatstake, and which have 
heen lost owing to the errors which are 
now almost universally admitted to have 
been committed. Passing from questions 
of tactics and strategy, and also from 
questions on the border line between 
strategy and policy, and coming to ques- 
tions of policy itself, it seems to me that 


there have been a great many points 
dealt with in the course of this debate 
which will have to be dealt with more 
fully. The hon. and learned Member for 


South Shields supported this Amendment, 
though on somewhat curious grounds. 
He drew a very elaborate and_ fine dis- 
tinetion between an alien and an unen- 
franchisea inhabitant. I am bound to 
say, as far as | have been able to follow 
his argument, that its logical conclu- 
appears to be that the Uitlander 
in the Transvaal who had not the 
franchise was like Mahomet’s cottin——be- 
tween heaven and earth. He was not a 
had lost 
the citizenship of his own country. That 
would be the logical consequence of the 
very anomalous condition of an’ unen- 
tranchised inhabitant of the Transvaal. 
In that connection one must recognise 
that in the steps which were taken to 
secure the just claims of the Uitlanders 
the ground taken was not simply that 
they were without the franchise, but that 
on account of the Convention of 1884 
and also by virtue of certain principles of 
international law they were entitled to 
certain rights of which they were un- 
justly deprived. That ground having 
been taken, it was surely impossible 
to suppose that the Uitlanders occupied 
the very anomalous position attributed 
tothem by the hon. and learned Member, 
With regard to the questions of policy 
which were embodied in what is known 
as Sir Alfred Milner’s Policy No.1, it seems 
to me we cannot justly find fault with 
steps having been taken by the Govern- 
ment to secure that the Uitlanders should 
First Day, 


sion 




















































-~I 


155 Address in Ansiver to '\COMMONS!} the (ueews Speech, 156 15 


-obtain the franchise, and for two reasons. | things, but would also have the effect of 
First of all because when Lord Ripon | removing many misunderstandings which 
was at the Colonial Office he took steps | prevail in Europe, and which have em- 
by amicable, friendly, and diplomatic | phasised the very artful manner in which 
means to secure that the franchise should | the representatives of the Boer Republic 
be extended, and in the next place | in Europe have manipulated the opinions 
on general grounds it is obviously in | of the European press. If that policy had 
accordance with the principles of free-| been put forward as a definite form mis- 


‘dom that every effort should be | understanding would have been removed Pe 
made te secure equality. But what and we should not have arrayed against into | 


we object to is the particular methods | us the weight of moral opinion which 
by which those steps were taken, | though it may not have any particular 


- . . 7 ' . 
the particular methods of diplomacy by | effect on the progress of the struggle now Pet 
which it was attempted to carry these , being carried on in South Africa never- griev: 


principles into practice. If the Govern- theless acts as a moral help to the Boers, 
ment had acted in regard to Policy No. 1 | and also as a possible reserve of strength 





on the lines laid down by previous to them in view of possible complications Pet 
Governments —-on the principle on which that might ensue from the war. If wr al 
Lord Ripon tried to carry it into effect— | Policy No. 2 had heen put forward at an Table 
no serious objection could be offered, but | earlier stage in a clear and definite form —_ 
what was objectionable was that the | it would not only have the effect of setting LICED 
refusal of the conditions involved in| the Government right in the opinion of fF 
Policy No. 1 should practically have been | many in this country who were not able Pet 
made the subject of a casus belli, Where |to consider Policy No. 1 as right in ation | 
a casus belli might arise would he ar) eens with the principles of inter- 
disregard on the part of the Government | national law and the Convention of 1884, LO 
of the Transvaal of the Conven-| but it would also have the effect of 

tion of 1884, or else any injury dine | making opinion in Europe less hostile Pet: 
to British rights in defiance of/to us than it actually has been Hastir 
the principles of international — law. | during the course of this campaign. the T: 
But Policy No. 1, as put forward by Sir | The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 

Alfred Milner, did not involve any direct | the House in his speech referred to the LO 
violation of the Convention of 1884, but! conditions, and the only conditions, on Peti 
it attempted to secure for the Uitlanders | which it would be possible for peace to be Law : 
something over and above what was | concluded, and on that point he tried to 
recognised by that Convention, and it was | elicit the opinior of the Leader of the POOR 


not an attempt to redress some particular | Opposition, and while endeavouring to 


injury .or wrong suffezved by British sub- | elicit that opinion he appeared to be very Peti 
jects in defiance of the principles of in-| careful not to give any opinion himself as Law ; 


ternational law. If it had been one or! to when those conditions would arise. 
other then its rejection might have con- The Leader of the Opposition laid down 


stituted a casus Illi, As regards Policy | firstly that it would be necessary to bring Peti 
No. 2 put forward by the Government to an end the invasion of British territory ; Poekli: 
at a later date, as a matter of fact it was secondly, that the war should be crowned upon t 
never formulated, and never had any for the British arms; and thirdly, that 
form or shape. It meant that particular the paramountcy of the Crown in South SALE 
wrongs or injuries suffered by British Africa must be maintained unimpaired. 
subjects in defiance of known principles Peti 
of international law should be tabulated It being midnight, the debate stood wade ; 
in a form intelligible to the people of this adjourned. Wood | 
country and to the people of Europe. If the 
Government had takenthat lineatanearlier | Dehate to be resumed to-morrow. 
«late it would not only have the effect of en- | Petit 
lightening to a great extent public opinion Adjourned at one minute after redress 
in this country as to the exact state of | Twelve o'clock. Table. 
Mr, Stevenson. VAC 
Petit 
Yeovil 
Table. 


VOL 








156 


ect. of 
which 
e em- 
which 
yublic 
inions 
v had 
1 Mis- 
10ved 
fainst 
Vv hich 
icular 
‘now 
ever- 
30ers, 
ngth 
tions 
If 
at an 
form 
tting 
mn ot 
able 
it in 
nter- 
S84, 
t oot 
stile 
been 
ugn. 
ar of 
the 
, on 
o be 
d to 
the 
4 to 
very 
lf as 
rise. 
lown 
ring 
Ory ; 
med 
that 
uth 
d. 


tood 


uiter 
lock. 














157 Returns, ~ {31 JANUARY 1900} Reports, de. 158 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Wednesday, 31st January, 1900. 





EAST INDIA (WARS ON OR BEYOND 
THE BORDERS OF BRITISH INDIA). 
7 TY 
PETITIONS. Return [presented 30th January] to be 
— printed. |No. 13.] 


ATTAR KHAN. x 4 
er Khs hint — SALISBURY PLAIN (PROPERTY 
Petition of Attar Khan, for inquiry PURCHASED). 


into his case ; to lie upon the Table. | Return LK esented 30th January] to be 


BOOCHUNA. printed. |No. 14.] 


Petition of Speen 2 ap of | PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 
 agomalcia ee se | Paper [presented 30th January] to be 


DIVORCE. printed. [No. 15.] 


Petition from London and other places, | LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. (LOCAL INSPEC- 


for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the | TIONS.) 
Table. | Copies presented,—of Reports to the 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING | | Board of Trade by the Trinity House of 


LIQUORS). | Deptford Strond and the Commissioners 
Petition from Newton Abbot, for alter- | of Northern Lighthouses of their Inspec- 
ation of Law ; to lie upon the Table. tion of Local Lighthouses, Buoys, and 


os (in continuation of Parliament- 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ SERVANTS’ | ary Paper, No 73 of Session 1899) [by 
SUPERANNUATION. | Act]; tolie upon the Table, and to be 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from | | printed. [No. 16.] 
Hastings and Petersfield ; to lie upon | 


the Table. > | IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEED- 
| INGS). 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. | ~=Copy_ presented,—of Return of Pro- 


Petition from Totnes, for alteration of | | ceedings during the month of November 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. | 1899 {by Command]; to le upon the 
| Table. 
POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) | 
ACT, 1895. AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
Petition from Urr, for alteration of | Copy presented,—of Return for the 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. | quarter ended 31st December 1899 [by 
| Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
RATING OF WOODLANDS. | 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from| LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
Pocklington (two); and Hunslet ; to lie | (EVICTION NOTICES). 
upon the Table. | Copy presented,—of Return of the 
‘number of Eviction Notices filed during 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | the quarter ended 31st December 1899 
SUNDAY. | [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions against, from Bures ; Biggles- | 
| 


wade ; Dollar; Ipswich ; Chelsea; and | tRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


Wood Green ; to lie upon the Table. RENTS). 
a AATEC co eee | Copy  presented,—of Return of 
SANKAREN, CHANAN. | Judicial Rents during the month of June 


Petition of Chanan Sankaren, for | 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
redress of grievances; to lie upon the | Table. 
Table. 

EVICTIONS (IRELAND), 

VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 to 1898. | Copy presented,—of Return of Evic- 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from | tions in Ireland for the quarter ended 
Yeovil ; and Barnstaple ; to lie upon the | 31st December, 1899 [by Command] ; to 
Table. | lie upon the Table. 
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WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND). | 

Copy presented,—of Four Orders in | 
Council, dated 1st November, 1899, for 
holding Winter Assizes in Ireland [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


JUDICATURE 
1877. 


OF 
ACT, 


SUPREME COURT 

(IRELAND) 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council; 

amending Order of 25th February, 1885, 

rearranging the Circuits in Ireland [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


OF 
ACT, 


JUDICATURE 
1877. 


SUPREME COURT 

(IRELAND), 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 

giving effect to Rules of Court under The 

Local Government (Application of Enact- 

ments) Order, 1898 [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
giving effect to Rules of Court 
(Bankruptcy) [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
giving effect to Rules of Court under the 
Local Government (Application of Enact- 
ments) Order, 1898 [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


Abstract Account presented,—showing 
the issues made from the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom in the year 
ended 31st March, 1899, for the Interest 


and Management of the Debt, for the | 


Civil List, and all other Issues in the 
financial year for services charged directly 
on the said Fund; with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed. [No. 17.} 
WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 
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CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION 
ACCOUNTS). 

Appropriation Accounts presented,— 
for the year ending 31st March, 1899, 
together with the Reports of the Comp. 
troller and Auditor General thereon, and 
| certain Reports upon Store Accounts [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 19.] 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Bank of England.—Accounts of Ex- 
chequer Bills and other Government 
Securities purchased, and of the Amount 
of Balances of Sums issued for the 
Payment of JDividends, ete., for the 
year ending 5th January, 1900 {hy Act], 
to be printed. [No. 20.] 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
(ELECTORS, Erc.) (UNITED KINGDOM). 

Address for “ Return showing, with 
regard to each Parliamentary Constitu- 
ency in the United Kingdom, the total 
number and, as far as possible, the num- 
ber in each class of Electors on the Regis- 
ter now in force; and also showing the 
Population and Inhabited Houses in each 
Constituency (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 78, of Session 1899).” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


ALIENS. 


Address for “Return showing _ the 
names of all Aliens to whom Certificates 
of Naturalisation have been issued, and 
whose oaths of allegiance have, between 
the Ist day of January, 1899, and the 31st 
day of December, 1899, been registered 
at the Home Office, giving the county and 
place of residence of the person natural- 
ised, and including information as to any 
Aliens who have dwring the same period 
obtained Acts of Naturalisation from the 
Legislature (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 140, of Session 1899).” 

(Mr. Jesse ¢ ‘ollings.) 

NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Lancaster North- 
East (Rossendale Division),—in the room 
of John Henry Maden, esquire (Manor of 





Abstract Accounts presented,—for the , Northstead).—(Jr. (ladstone.) 
year ended March 31st, 1899, together: —_——- 

with the Report of the Comptroller and | 
Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


18.] 
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BALLOT FOR BILLS, AND MOTIONS 
FOR THE FIRST FOUR TUESDAYS. 

Motion made, and Question proposed,— 
'“That no Bills, other than Government 
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Bills, be introduced in anticipation ef the | fully discussed it should not have pre- 
ballot, and that all Members who desire cedence in any subsequent session of the 
to ballot, whether for Bills, or Motions | same Parliament. It would, he submitted, 
for the first four Tuesdays of the session, | be more in consonance with the dignity 
do hand in their names at the Table | of Parliament, and better for the orderly 
during the sitting of the House on the | conduct of its proceedings, if the motion 
first or second day of the session, and | just made by the First Lord of the 
that a copy of such notices be handed in| Treasury were altered in the manner 
at the latest during the sitting of the | he ventured to propose. 

House on the third day of the session : 


“That the ballot for the precedence of | Aapheiinant proposes 


the said Bills and Motion be taken on the | “In line 4, after the word ‘ names,’ to insert 
third day of the session at a convenient | the words, ‘ together with the name of the Bill 
time and place to be appointed by Mr. | % Pages for — they desire precedence.’ ” 
Speaker, and that the introduction and | nn ere 
First Reading of Bills on the fourth day | 
be taken before Questions and as soon 
after Three o’clock as Mr. Speaker may 
deem convenient.”——(Mr, 4. J. Balfour.) | py, FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
Mr. DUNCOMBE = (Cumberland, E.): I hope the hon. Gentleman does not 
Egremont) said he intended to move an allege that either the Government or I 
Amendment to the resolution in order to have any desire to burke any legitimate 
afford himself an opportunity of calling discussion on our rules of procedure. 
attention to desirable alterations in the | Surely in the last four or five sessions we 
rules of procedure. He had noticed in| have had more debate in that direction 
previous sessions an extraordinary reluc-| than in the years before. As regards this 
tance on the part of the Government, , particular Amendment, the rule I have 
the Leader of the House, and the Front proposed was framed simply for the con- 
Bench generally, to allow the House to) venience of the House, and it has been 
consider in any way the rules of procedure. found to work well and has met with 
Yet that, after all, was a matter in which | general approval. No substantial com- 
the House was deeply interested, and as plaint, so far as I have heard, has ever 
he could see no other chance of bringing | been raised against it, and while I shall be 
onthe question, he had been forced to | pleased to have its operation carefully 
propose an Amendment on the present watched, and shall not shrink from _pro- 
occasion. It did not seem to him to be a _ posing or supporting any alteration which 
dignified proceeding that the House | may be found to be necessary, I do think 
should allot the days to be devoted to the that until some weakness has been proved 
discussion of private members’ Bills in to exist it would be well to leave it in the 
a haphazard manner. The present plan | form in which it now stands. 
was what he might call a gamble. Num- | 
bers were drawn at haphazard. The Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
effect of the Amendment would, on the | (Stirling Burghs): I think the right 
other hand, be to make sure that prece- hon. Gentleman is wise in not summarily 
dence was given to Bills in which the adopting this proposed alteration of the 
majority of the Members of the Honse | rule. The object of the hon. Member 
were interested. Surely that was a fair) who proposes it is, | presume, to arrive 
and reasonable proposal. It was only at some better way of determining the 
natural that precedence should be! priority of private Members’ Bills. At 
given to such Bills as those in which, | present we trust to blind fortune. The 
for or against, the largest number of | ballot has at all events one advantage, 
Members were interested. Ofcourse, some | and that is that noone is to blame except 
objection might be raised even to that. | fortune if a given Bill is not discussed. 
It might be said, for instance, that the|I quite admit that this is not a very 
same Bill would take ‘precedence session | britliant method of conducting our de- 


| Question proposed—‘ That those words 
| be there inserted.” 


after session. That, however, might | bates, or the discussions of any serious 


easily be guarded against by an arrange-| assembly ; but every other mode which 


ment that when a Bill had once been | has been proposed would be subject to 
F 2 
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grave objection, and even that suggested | 
by the hon. Member would be open to | 
the strong objection that hon. Members | 


would be continually canvassed in ad- 
vance for their support, and the Paper 
would—especially in the recess, when 


promises are easily given—be covered | 


with their names. No doubt this is a 
matter we should bear in mind. Our 
rules of procedure are certainly open to 
improvement, but I think it would be 
rash on our part to make the proposed 
alteration without further inquiry. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said they had been told by the right hon. 
Gentleman that the selection of measures 
for discussion was left to blind fortune, 
and that that was not a proper procedure | 
for an assembly of this kind. But he 
would point out that the selection was 
not entirely left to blind fortune. 
Syndicates were occasionally formed of 
-persons in favour of certain Bills, and 
these did their best to correct the errors of 
blind fortune, and to put pressure upon 
her which, being a lady, she was not 
always able to withstand. Further than 
that, he would like to point out that if 
the Amendment were adopted it would, 
while giving precedence to some measures, 
altogether prevent the discussion of others 
in which only a few Members were 
interested. The First Lord of the Treasury 
had said that of late years improvement 


had been made in the procedure of the | 


House. With that he did not quite agree. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, changes. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Changes for 
the worse. But in view of the serious 
events this House had now to consider he 
thought it would be better not to make 
the proposed change. The hon. Member 
for Egremont might rest content with hav- 
ing called attention tothe matter, especially 
as the right hon. Gentleman had under- 
taken to consider the situation with a 
view to possibly effecting an improvement 
at some future day. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE: After what has 
fallen from the Leader of the House and 
the Leader of the Opposition, I do not 
intend to press the matter further, and | 
ask leave to withdraw my Amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman. 
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Ordered, That no Bills other than 
Government Bills be introduced in anti- 
cipation of the ballot, and that all Members 
| who desire to ballot, whether for Bills or 

Motions for the first four Tuesdays of the 
| session, do hand in their names at the 
Table during the sitting of the House on 
the first or second day of the session, and 
that a copy of such notices be handed in at 
the latest during the sitting of the House 
on the third day of the session. 


That the ballot for the precedence of 
'the said Bills and Motions be taken on 
the third day of the session at a con- 
venient time and place to be appointed 
by Mr. Speaker, and that the introduction 
and First Reading of Bills on the fourth 
| day be taken before Questions and as soon 
after three o’clock as Mr. Speaker may 
deem convenient. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


SECOND DaAy’s DEBATE. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [30th January | to 
Question [30th January], “That an 
humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, as followeth : 


Most Gracious Sovereign— 

We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
\Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
| Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” — (Captain 
Pretymuan.) 


And which Amendment was, “ At the 
end of the Question, to add the words— 

‘But we humbly express our regret at the 
want of knowledge, foresicht, and judgment 
displayed ly Your Majesty's advisers, alike 
in their conduct of South African affairs since 
1895 and in their preparations for the war 
now proceeding.’ ” — (Lord Edmond Fitz 
| naurice.) 


Question again proposed,—* That those 
words be there added.” 


Debate resumed. 
*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): Last 


night when the debate was interrupted 
“under the rules of the House I was 
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endeavouring to lay before it certain pro- | the departure made at the direct instiga- 
positions which, with permission, I will | tion of the Government of this country, 
recapitulate in two or three sentences.|or indirectly through its accredited 
The first was that there were certain por- | agents at the Cape? I think we are en- 
tions of the subject raised by the Speech | titled to know that, for in the view of 
which were necessarily excluded from this | many the carrying out of such a plan of 
debate. One of them was the question of , campaign would indirectly have effected the 
tactics, and the other was that of strategy, | relief of Ladysmith and Kimberley, while 
and to these reference could only be| it would also have carried the war into 
made under certain limitations. For) the enemy’s country. Still, apart from 


instance, on the question of tactics, the | these limitations regarding tactics and 
conduct of a particular battle depended to | strategy, there are various other subjects 
a certain extent on the resources which | which properly come within the purview 
were at the command of the general— | of the debate. There are the questions 
resources in the shape of men and ammuni- | of administration and of policy. These 
tion. Those resources in their turn |are a little difficult to disentangle one 
depended on the organisation at head-| from the other. On the Government side 
quarters, and such limitations must during the past few weeks there have un- 
therefore be taken into account. Again, | doubtedly appeared to be two distinct 
in regard to strategy and the conduct of a | tendencies of opinion--one which looked 
campaign, certain limitations must also be | upon the war as inevitable, and the other 
observed. We have an instance of that | which considered that it might have been 
in the case of the occupation of Dundee | avoided. Those who looked upon the 
and Glencoe in spite of the fact that war as having been inevitable were ing 
the military judgment of Sir George | clined to put the whole blame on the 
White was against the retention of | administration of it, and that subject is of 
those two places. That matter has | course not excluded from the present de- 
already been slightly touched upon, | bate; while those who did not hold that it 
but I hope that in the course of this | was inevitable preferred to think that the 
debate we shall get a definite answer | policy was to blame. A similar difference 
to the question whether the civil | of opinion presented itself in the course 
authorities in Natal and Cape Colony of the debate last night. On the ques- 
had exercised on other generals in com-| tion of policy there are two points to 
mand pressure analogous to that which | which the attention of the House should 
they brought to bear on Sir George White | be directed, the policy put forward by 
in regard to Dundee and Glencoe. The} Sir Alfred Milner and the policy put 
right hon. Gentleman has certainly given | forward by the Colonial Secretary in 
a definite and specific answer in reference | 1896, with regard to the separate treat- 
to those two places; but does it not | ment of the Rand. We should like to 
naturally occur to him that if it were | know why the proposals put forward by 
possible for Sir Hely Hutchinson to | the Colonial Secretary were allowed to be 
exercise pressure in regard to those two | dropped after the small rebuff he received 
particular cases it would also be possible | and were not brought forward in 
for other civil authorities at the Cape, not | another form. I venture to think 
themselves military men, to exercise that the main object the Government 
similar pressure with regard to Ladysmith | should have in view, having regard to 
and Kimberley ? 3 ‘the unsettled condition of things in 
'South Africa and apart from the war 

THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- | being inevitable or not, should be to 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, | make such an impression on the public 
E.): Ihave no reason to think so. opinion of Europe as to render that 
| opinion not hostile, as it is now, but 

*Mr. STEVENSON : It is well known | favourable to us. Now the only way to 
that military opinion was originally in | have done that would have been to act in 
favour of sending an army northwards | strict accordance with international law, 
into the Orange Free State for the pur-| and you would have done that if you had 
pose of advancing into the Transvaal. | based your case on any distinct or specific 
Why was that plan of campaign| violation of the Convention of 1884 
departed from? Whose influence was | or the special rules of international law. 
it that caused the departure? Was | But another question that was raised by 
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Sir Alfred Milner was the question of the 


franchise. That was a perfectly praise- 
worthy effort, but surely it was one for 
friendly arrangement and not one which 
should have been a casus belli in the last 
resort. If you base your case on interna- 
tional law you must do it within strict 
limits. Any violation of the Convention 


of 1884 would have given the Govern- | 


ment not only reasonable excuses for, 
but a just right of intervention, and if 
there were particular wrongs under which 
British subjects were labouring they were 
not only a fair matter for diplomatic repre- 
sentations, but might in the last resort have 


furnished a valid reason for action of a_ 


more serious character. But it seems to 
me that the Government have injured 
the British case in the eyes of Europe by 
not taking the strongest line upon which 
they can base their claim. As it is 
they have not done justice to their case, 
because instead of basing their claim on 
What was covered by policy No. 2 they 
attracted the concentrated attention of 
the public throughout the world on the 
particular points of policy No. 1, and that 
is where the British case was weakest 
from the point of view of international 
law. We know now why the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies did not persevere 
with the policy which he had adopted. 
He met with some rebuff not only 
at the hands of the Boer Government, 


but also at the hands of the Uitlanders | 


who were not satisfied. But although 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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| would have put them in a less anomalous, 
| position, A man cannot be a consistent 
| citizen of two nationalities. A. citizen 
‘of the Transvaal would cease to be 
‘a British citizen. If, on the other 
hand, instead of creating that anomalous 
| position you had _ effected a _ long 
lease of the Rand, the Uitlanders 
would have still retained their status as 
British citizens, and at the same time 
many of these difficulties would have been 
‘surmounted. Again there is that question 
of the policy of whitewashing the authors 
of the raid and the suspicions it aroused 
in the mind of the Boers. It seems to me, 
however, that the main fault of the policy 
lay first of all in 1896, and in the follow- 
ing years, when you did not press home 
the separate treatment of the Rand; 
and in the second place that in 1899 you 
concentrated public attention on the least 
important point. I pass now for a few 
moments from the question of policy 
to the question of administration. With 
regard to administration, assuming that 
the war was inevitable, probable, or even 
| possible, it was clearly within the com- 
_petence, and was part of the duty of 
'the Government to use every means in 
their power to obtain the most accurate 
information. Upon this point there was 
a divergence of opinion between what was 
' said last night by the right hon. Gentle- 
man in this House and what was said by 
Lord Salisbury. The First Lord of the 
Treasury asserted that the Intelligence 
Department was not to blame. 


is a man of great versatility, and in 1899 | 


pressed for the franchise in one form or 
another, he failed to press for the earlier , 


different forms and at 
Whether the proposal 
Rand was 


proposal in 
different stages. 
for Home Rule in the 


really satisfactory, and why the Colonial | 
Secretary did not bring his prosposals | 


forward in another form, does not much 
matter now ; but I think anyone can see 
for himself that a proposal for a long 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : With regard to 
guns and men, we have not full informa- 
| tion now, and shall not have until the 

war is concluded. But nothing has oc- 

/curred which convinces me that the in- 
formation given by the Intelligence 
Department on the subject of the guns 
| Was erroneous. 


*Mr. STEVENSON : Then there must 





lease of the Rand would have afforded | have been a long interval in the dispatch 
a very fair basis for discussion, both in | of such information and its reaching the 
1896 and in the years that followed ;| Government, or there must have been 
and there would have been a good deal | some leakage on the way. Lord Salisbury 
to be said not only from our own point | took quite a different line last night. If 
of view, but also from the point of view | the Intelligence Department furnished 
of the Uitlanders and the Boers. There | the information, how is it that it was not 
were the two populations, the mining| within the cognizance of the Cabinet 
population and the pastoral population, | itself? Lord Salisbury did not give that 
to be considered. You would have created | full credit to the Intelligence Department 
a more favourable condition of things,| which the right hon. Gentleman gives. 
and by claiming that status for them you | He complains of the seeret service and 
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apparently threw some blame on the | one case it appears that if the Intelligence 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, because, | 
apparently, there was not enough money 
for secret service. 


ment would grant sufficient money for .| 


secret service, that secret service would 
be efficient. Now, I say, that if the 


/ mation to the Cabinet, 
He said that if Parlia- | 


Department communicated the infor- 
in which case it 
does not appear to have reached them, it 
was not acted upon In the other case 


| there seems to be something wrong with 


Chancellor of the Exehequer had come | 


down to the House and asked for an 
additional sum for secret service the 
House would have gladly, aye, enthusiasti- 
cally voted it. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M.  Hicks-Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): It would not be for me to 
make any such proposal except at the 
instance of the Cabinet. 


*Mr. STEVENSON : It seems to me to 
he a game of battledore and shuttlecock. 
Lord Salisbury attributed the deficiency 
to the secret service fund 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
hon. Member is now discussing a debate 
in the House of Lords in the present 
session, and that he cannot do. 


*Mr. STEVENSON : Then I will con- 
fine myself to the Leader of the House 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer ; 
and with reference to the remark made 
just now by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, it seems to me the blame attaches 
to the Cabinet. If the secret service 
was insufficiently provided with funds, 
and if he had to ask the Cabinet for more 
money to make the secret service efficient. 
surely the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
means that it was the Government who 
ought to deal with the matter. If that 
be so it becomes a point between the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Cabinet as a whole. Perhaps the 
point in itself, as a personal one, is not of 
much importance ; but from a national 
point of view it is important that the 


|it was 
|whom I am not allowed to name _ that 


The | 


'the machinery, and if that be so «it 


ought to be rectified at once. I think 
said last night by a speaker 


“you cannot see through a brick wall.” 
Yet we can see through a brick wall if 
there is a chink in it, and in this case 
there is a chink in it, because there is the 
secret service and the Intelligence Depart- 
ment. I can imagine the speaker in 
question saying, in the words of Pyramus, 


“Q wicked wall, through whom I see no bliss, 
Curst be thy stones for thus deceiving me.” 


But I am sure the people of ,this 
country will not be satisfied with excuses 
of that kind ; they will desire that a full 
inquiry should be made either into the 
lack of efficiency on the part of the 
Intelligence Department or, what is 
perhaps more important, as to why it was 
that the information obtained by that 
department did not reach the Cabinet, or 
if it reached the Cabinet why it was not 
acted upon in proper time. Let me 
say one or two words more with regard 
to the question of administration. ‘ Ad- 


‘ministration during the years that pre- 


| ceded the war ” 


' tions. 


means not only military 
preparations, but also diplomatic prepara- 
I have already said a few words 
with regard to the possible diplomatic 


preparations, which might have consisted 


in educating public opinion in Europe 
upon this question. But there are other 
questions which must be raised in this 
connection. For instance, we know there 


/was an agreement with Germany the 


| very 


country should feel that when exigencies | 
‘is entitled to know whether we got in 


of this kind arise there should be no 
question whether this or that Minister 


is responsible for the due discharge of | 


what is obviously a national duty, 
but that the Cabinet as a whole should 
take upon itself the responsibility of | 
seeing that the safety of the Empire was 
not impaired. I will not mention Lord | 
Salisbury’s utterance again, Sir, under | 
your ruling ; but the difference betw een | 
the two points of view is important. In 


exact nature of which has not yet been 
made fully public. We know, however, 
that in that agreement there were some 
important concessions made to 
Germany by England. Surely the House 


return adequate value for these con- 
cessions, and why it is that under 
‘the circumstances of that agreement it 
ihas still been open for the very un- 
fortunate incidents to occur which 
have occurred in South Africa. It will 
_ certainly occur to the “ man in the street” 
| —although it is not a point which I am 
'inelined to labour—to ask why it is that 
‘during all these years the question of 
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Delagoa Bay has been allowed to go on 
without any definite attempt being made 
to arrive at a proper solution of the 
question. I feel, therefore, that the 
question of policy and the question of 
administration each come within the pur- 
view of this Amendment. 


{COMMONS} 


of upon what terms the war should be 
concluded does not arise on this Amend- 
ment ; the Amendment does not deal with 








If ever there | the 
were grounds urged in support of an| yesterday before this Amendment was 





anything of that kind. 


*Mr. STEVENSON : I was referring to 
place 


debate which had _ taken 


Amendment showing most clearly that | moved—— 


there has been a lack of foresight, fore- | 
thought, and knowledge, it is inthis parti- | 
| right hon. Gentlemen the Leaders of the 
| House and of the Opposition were made 


cular case. At the same time the House 
will echo and re-echo the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition that we must see this thing 
through, and, beyond all, that the Imperial | 
authority must be supreme inSouth Africa. 
I must refer to the little duel which 
took place across the table yesterday, 
when the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House challenged the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the | 
Opposition upon this point. The Leader | 
of the Opposition had spoken of the | 
necessity of preserving the integrity of | 
the British dominions in South Africa, and 
of bringing this war to a successful issue. 
He had also said that it was necessary 
that the Imperial authority be supreme 
in South Africa. Yet in the face of that 
threefold declaration the Leader of the 
House resorted to the old and very 
familiar device of attempting to ascribe | 
to another controversalist opinions | 
which that controversalist has not held, | 
but which had been expressed incident- | 
ally in the course of the conversation. | 
The object of the right hon. Gentleman | 
was perfectly clear. His object was | 
to divert attention from his own lack of | 
declaration and from the silence which | 


he had pursued with regard to this very 
important subject. As far as I can recol- 
lect, looking back upon the speeches of 


the last few weeks, the only really 
significant declaration that has been 


made as to the conclusion of the 
war has been that by the Prime Minis- 
ter in the speech which gave rise to 
some correspondence, and in which he 
said: ‘“‘We seek no goldfields: we seek 
no territories.” That was a negative and 
not a positive declaration, and the 
country as a whole is still absolutely at 
a loss to know what is the minimum with 
which the Government will be satisfied | 
at the close of the war. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would point out to 
the hon. Member that the question 


Mr. Stevenson. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The speeches of the 


upon the main question, and before the 
Amendment had heen proposed to the 
House. 


*Mr. STEVENSON: Well, Sir, I 
will not pursue that subject any further. 
I will simply point out that during 
the past few months there has been no 
definite or adequate declaration of policy 
on the part of Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment, and that this House and the 
country are entitled to have such a 
declaration. I trust that, if not in the 


course of the debate on this Amendment, 
at all events during the next few days, 
an opportunity will be afforded for a 
declaration of that character. In the 
meantime the Government may be 
assured that, certainly as far as the spirit 
of the country is concerned, and as far as 
the spirit of this House as a whole is con- 
cerned, there will be no hesitation what- 
ever in giving to the conduct of the cam- 
paign that amount of support which 
may be thought necessary. We are all 
anxious that this war should be brought 
to a conclusion, and to a successful con- 
clusion ; at the same time we cannot but 


| deeply regret and deplore the errors and 


vacillation of the last few years, and 
especially the tone and spirit in which 
the criticisms have heen met, while we 
most deeply deplore that no adequate 
guarantee has been given that those 
errors and that vacillation will not be 
allowed to continue. 


*CoLONEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon) : I am sure we shall all 
agree in uttering a word of deep sympathy 
with those who suffer from this war, and 
especially with those ladies whose hus- 
bands and those fathers whose sons are 
shut up in Ladysmith. There is no 
one for whom greater sympathy is felt 
than the noble and tender-hearted Lady 
who rules these realms, and no sorrow 
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which is greater than that in which we 
sympathise with her, that she should have 
lost so many of her gallant subjects, and 
that the closing years of her reign should 
be marred by this war. I will now pro- 
ceed with the Amendment before the 
House. 
spoken yesterday by a very well-known 
and witty Member who sits on the other 
side of the House; he said that the 
Amendment was to be so 
that they could all vote for it, and 
therefore there would have to be 
very little in it. I complain of just 


the contrary——that there is a very great | 
It appears to me to be an | 


deal in it. 
Amendment by compartments. I do not 
think any of the Opposition accept the 
whole of the Amendment. Some accept 
one part and some accept another. I[ 
should like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition 
whether he is prepared to vote for the 
Amendment as a whole, whether he is 
prepared to blame the Government for 
not having made greater preparations for 
the war ! 


stayed the hand of the Government in 
preparing for the war, ‘it was the Leader 
of the Opposition. The right hon. 
Gentleman repeated yesterday the words 
he had spoken and 
reiterated during the most crucial months 
of the negotiations. 
the Leader of the Opposition said— 

“{ say that [can see nothing in what has 


occurred to justify either warlike action or 
military preparation.” 


Not content with that, the right hon. | 


Gentleman in the City on the 30th June 
said he had been very much misrepre- 


sented in the newspapers, that they had | 


published only garbled accounts of what 


he had said, and he therefore repeated | 


once more and in exactly the same words 
that there was nothing whatever to justify 
military preparation. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 


(Stirling Burghs): That there was “nothing 
in what had occurred,” not that there was 
“nothing on the face of the earth.” I was 
speaking of the negotiations, of-the whole 
course of the story with which we are 
dealing. That is what I repeated last 


night, that there was nothing in the 
whole story of the controversy about the 
franchise and the Uitlanders’ grievances 


{31 JANUARY 1900} 


I am reminded of the words | 


drawn | 


[ can only say that if there | 
was one person more than another who | 


which he had | 
On the 19th June, 
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| in which any ingenuity of man could find 
'a sufficient casus belli, That is what I 
| said, and that is what I repeat. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


*CoLONEL MILWARD: It was not the 
_casus belli, but the preparation for the war 
to which the right hon. Gentleman 
referred. A month later, on the 28th 
July, he said— 


“ As to war itself, a direct preparation for 
hostilities, I must only repeat here what | 
have said elsewhere, that from the beginning of 
this story to the end of it I can see nothing 
whatever which furnishes a case for armed 
intervention, and least of all during the recent 
days or weeks when we are evidently approach- 
ing, if circumstances continue favourable, a 
solution of the question.” 


What I say is that the right hon. Gentle- 
man, who holds a most important and a 
most influential position in the country— 
and while I have the greatest respect for 
the right hon. Gentleman personally, I 
have an even greater respect for the 
position which he holds—a position in the 
House of Commons second only to that 
of the Leader of the House—by his 
great influence and_ the _ influence 
of the party behind him, stayed the 
hands of the Government by saying again 
and again that there was no case even for 
preparation for war. There are other 
Members on that side of the House 
who have spoken in similar terms. 
I should like to refer especially to 
the hon. Member for Leigh, in 
| Lancashire. He is well known to be 
the editor of one of the most influential 
newspapers in the North of England, and 
| he is a gentleman who must have the very 
best information about every subject 
upon which he speaks. He has spoken 
here as the exponent—-I do not cast any 
reflection on his patriotism, but I may 
say he has spoken for the Boers, and he 
has spoken as one having the most 
intimate knowledge of the Boers. He 
says— 


“Tt makes me blush with shame when [ see 
a great historic party like that opposite capable 
of the despicable meanness of seeking on such 
grounds to go to war against a poor little 
| State containing 30,000 farmers. [ do not 
' believe that the people of this country, when 
| once this matter has been fairly placed before 
| them, will tolerate the oppression of a little 
| State of this kind, which we hold in the 
hollow of our hand, for any reason such as has 

| been assigned in the course of this debate.” 


I say that this tended to paralyse the 
| Government in their preparation for the 
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war. Here was a gentleman who perhaps 


knew more about the matter than any | 


other gentleman in the House, and he 
speaks of the Transvaal as “a little State 
containing 30,000 farmers rte 
which we hold in the hollow of our hand.” 


Events have proved that we did not hold | 


them in the hollow of our hand at all. 
What were the preparations made? The 
Under Secretary of State for War on 
the 21st October said that against the 
“little State of 30,000 farmers” we had 


already sent 25,000 regulars from this | 


country, and there was a further despatch 
of 48,000 men, making 73,000 regulars 
against 30,000 poor farmers. I think it 
can scarcely be said after this that an 


Amendment which states that the Govern- | 
also in the handling of the guns. So that 


ment made no preparation is an Amend- 
ment which can hold water. Outside this 
House the question which has been most 
debated is the question of the guns, and 
I should like to say a word upon that 
subject. There exists in this House a 
Committee drawn from both sides of the 
House, called the “Committee of Service 
Members” ; and that Committee has the 
great advantage of having for its 
advisers the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean and 
the hon. Member for West Belfast. 
I think it will be admitted that nobody 
knows more of foreign arms than those 
two Members. The question brought up 
by the Member for the Forest of Dean 
has not been that which is now exciting 
the public mind, but the question of quick- 
firing guns. 


*SirnCHARLES DILKE(Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean): And of the number of 
guns. 


*CoLONEL MILWARD: The right hon. 
Gentleman said in 1898 that France 
had had quick-firing guns for eight or 
nine years; but I pass by this view of 
the question, as we are only responsible 
for three of those years. I admit 
that the subject of quick-firing guns has 
been raised, and that the War Office may 
probably have been to blame for not hav- 
ing pushed forward more rapidly this 
question. With reference to guns there 
appears to be not more than five advan- 
tages which you can derive from artillery. 
The first is range: the second, mobility ; 
thethird, the ammunition used ; the fourth, 
the handling of the guns; and the fifth, 
quickness of firing. In the whole of the 


Colonel Milward. 


{COMMONS} 


| discussion which has taken place with re- 


‘guns from place to place. 
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gardtotherangeit has been contended that 
the Transvaal have guns of greater range, 
but I submit that it is only on that point 
that their guns are better than ours. 


| With reference to mobility it is true the 


Boers move their guns to the top of kopjes 
where they remain, but we can move our 
Again it 
has never been disputed that our 
lyddite ammunition has given us the 
greatest advantage over the Boers, and 
we have been told over and over again 
that our guns have silenced the Boer 
guns. Admitting that the Boers have 
the advantage of range, quickness of firing 
is equal on both sides, and we have the 
advantage in mobility, in ammunition, and 


the accusation of want of preparation for 
war as far as the guns are concerned is not 
sustained. Quickness of firing depends 
on the machinery and apparatus to 
bring the gun back to the original 
position from which it was fired, and 
when I went down last year to Wool- 
wich with a party of Members organised 
by the Member for West Belfast, to see 
these quick-firing guns, those who saw 
them admired them very much and 
returned satisfied. I am perfectly willing 
to admit that an inquiry should be made 
and that there are things which require 
remedying in the War Office. The most 
serious thing I think is the system of 
promotion among officers, which is sup- 
posed to depend upon seniority tempered 


with competency, but it is, I am 
afraid, very often tempered with 
private influence. I am_ perfectly 


certain that men have to retire who are 
perfectly competent, and that others who 
are not competent are advanced. Thatis 
one of the points upon which I lay stress 
which should be considered in regard to 
our Army. May I now turn for a 
moment to the other part of the Amend- 
ment now before the House with reference 
to the negotiations preceding the war! I 
wish to say that, as far as I am concerned, 
my opinion is that this war was inevitable 
from the first. There has been growing 
up for the last twenty years antagonism 
between the Boers and the Uitlanders, 
and it was inevitable that war must 
sooner or later take place. The war 
between France and Germany was the 
result of antagonism which had been 
_ growing up year by year, and the war in 
|South Africa is in exactly the same 
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position. 
tions on the 28th of July last a vote of 
censure was moved upon the Colonial 
Office Estimate, but it was never put, 
because the House was then satisfied with 
the explanation given by the Colonial 
Secretary, who proposed that there 
should be a joint commission of 
inquiry as to the franchise. I have 
carefully read all the despatches, and I 
ask every other Member of the House to 
real them very carefully, and if they 
do they will see that the Boers 
accepted nothing after that date, and 
everything we proposed they met by 
counter propositions which made it per- 
fectly evident that they did not intend to 
accept anything, and that they had made 
up their minds that we should have war. 


If the Boers were going to invade England | 


and they had possession of the Channel 
Islands, do you think that we should 
wait until they had landed 70,000 men in 
those islands before we declared war ? 
It is clear that the Boers had made up 
their minds that there would be war, 
and they chose their own time. Then 
there is the opinion of the Colonials 
upon this subject. 
not only the feelings of this country, but 
we must also look to the feelings of those 


Colonials who are face to face with the | 


Boers. I should like to read to the 
House an extract from a letter which I 
received in July last, from Natal. It is 
as follows— 

_“ These last few days the whole of British 
South Africa has been on the verge of rebellion 
against the British Government on account of 


a statement in The Times that it had been | 
decided by the British Government to accept | 
Kruger’s seven years franchise proposal as a | 


settlement. If the Government shall accept 


any form of compromise which does not carry | 


into effect the irreducible minimum of Milner’s 
Bloemfontein proposal, they must lose all sup- 
port in South Atrica, and every Britisher in 
the countrf would foreswear allegiance to 
Britain. eople at home cannot grasp the 
depth of feeling in this country. If Britain 
does not this time obtain for us just rights, 
equal rights, in the Transvaal, she loses the 
sympathy of every man here. We would 
rather a thousand times see war, even those 
who have much to lose, than any unguaranteed 


reforms without absolutely equal rights. We 
want the franchise in the Transvaal. We 


want redistribution and a certain control over 
the finances of the country, but above all we 
want the right to carry arms and to express 
our opinions with freedom. No settlement 
Which does not include these, and the dismant- 
ling of the Johannesburg fort at least, can be 
considered a true settlement. For my own 


part I believe that if we do not fight now we 


{31 JANuARY 1900} 
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| are only postponing the inevitable by two or 
| three years, and the inevitable when it comes 
| will be far more serious than it would be now, 
for it will mean a racial war throughout South 
Africa. Chamberlain we trust, and Milner we 
| doubly trust, but there are, | fear, other influ- 
; ences and other counsels at work that may 
| outweigh Chamberlain’s and Milner’s.” 





The House will recognise the fact that 
‘these Colonials are men who are bound 
to us in every tie of race and friendship, 
_and they entertain a very strong feeling 
with regard to this war. I ask myself 
what the Opposition hope to gain by the 
Amendment now before the House? Do 
they hope to unite themselves and to turn 
out the Government? We must remem- 
ber that this is practically a vote of 
censure, and if it were largely supported 
on this side of the House it would turn 
out the Government. I do not think 
that the Opposition hope to unite them- 
selves upon this Amendment. There are 
some who will vote for it on one particu- 
lar ground and some on another ground. 
The Member for South Shields, who made 
one of the best defences of the Govern- 
'ment I have yet heard, will only vote for 
this Amendment on one ground. In 
view of these feelings one can scarcely 
imagine that the Amendment will be 
carried, but I fear no appeal from hon. 
Members on our side would be of any 
weight with gentlemen opposite. What we 
wish to have from the Opposition is criti- 
cism which will stiffen rather than weaken 
the Government. We have before us now 
one of the gravest crises of modern his- 
tory. It is said that every cloud has a 
silver lining, and I am sure that everyone, 
whether he sits on that side of the House 
or on this, wishes to strengthen the 
Government, in order that we may put 
our whole force and strength into this 
| war, so that there will be no drawing 
| back until we have established what after 
_allis our great aim, and that is that peace 
| . " ‘ 
|should reign over the whole of South 
| Africa. 

| 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
| Hamlets, Poplar) : The accusation against 
| the Government contained in this Amend- 
‘ment is that of want of judgment 
/and foresight, which has not only 
‘resulted in war but has placed the 
country in the military position it unfor- 
‘tunately occupies at the present moment. 
‘In my opinion it is rather difficult for 
| the supporters of the Government to re- 
sist this Amendment in the form in which 


Second Day. 
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it is drawn, because the Leader of the 
House practically admitted that the 
Government had had insufficient know- 
ledge of the situation, and had under- 
estimated the strength of the forces with 
which the country has now to contend. 
The right hon. Gentleman admitted also 


that the Government had shown some | 


lack of foresight, because he himself 


admitted that it was a surprise to him | 
that the Orange Free State had joined | 
I will endeavour | 
to show that the Government were also | 


the Boers in warfare. 


wanting in judgment, but first of all I 
am bound to say that if this vote of 
censure had not been moved before it 
would be our duty to move it now after 
the speeches delivered yesterday in this 
House and in another place. It has been 
said that we speak with two voices. 
That is of little moment where the Oppo- 
sition is concerned ; but it is a very serious 
matter indeed when the Leader of the 
House here, and the Prime Minister in 
another place, speak with two voices 
on such an important matter as the 
military preparations of the Boers, 
and I think those two speeches would in 
themselves be a perfect justification of 
the course we have taken in moving the 
vote of censure. I think the speech of 
the Prime Minister must have come as a 
rude shock to Members of this House 
who had listened to the speech of the 
First Lord of the Treasury. The right 
hon. Gentleman is a member of the Com- 
mittee of Defence, the Prime Minister is 
another member, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer a third. We heard in 
this House yesterday that the Intelli- 
gence Department and the War Office 
knew every single thing with regard to 
the Boer forces and armaments, except as 
regards the actual number likely to go 
into the field, which was naturally uncer- 


tain and impossible to estimate. That was | 
the statement made in this House, whereas | 
in another place the Prime Minister | 


practically stated that it was impossible 


for the Intelligence Department to acquire | 


this knowledge, because the Government 


had not at their disposal a sufficient | 
I do} 


amount of secret service money. 
not know who is right, but I think it is 
an extraordinary position 
members of the Defence Committee of 
the Cabinet should have given such 


diametrically opposite accounts of this | 
Prime Minister | 


matter. Further, the 
went on to say practically in so many 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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| words, although he personally exonerated 
| the Chancellor of the Exchequer by name, 
| that the disasters which occurred were due 

to the action of the Treasury in hampering 
the military preparations. 


| Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: I reaily 
must correct the hon. Member. The 
Prime Minister never made any such 
statement. He made a general state- 
ment of his opinions with regard to the 
Treasury. After what has been stated in 
various places, and after the interpretation 
which might be, most erroneously, placed 


| upon that statement, it is necessary for me 


to say, I think, that from the very 
beginning of this matter neither the 
Treasury nor the Chancellor of the Ex- 


,chequer have in any way stinted any 


preparations — any expenditure which 
was thought necessary by the Cabinet 
with regard to this war. All these state- 
ments with regard to myself are abso- 
lutely untrue. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I am very 
glad indeed, if he will allow me to say so, 
that I have drawn that remark from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I, for one, 
never believed these scandalous asser- 
tions and insinuations against which the 
right hon. Gentleman has protested. 
What I was pointing out to the House 
was that the Prime Minister in another 
place did say, in so many words, that the 
Treasury had the power of the purse. 
His words, in describing the position of 

, the Treasury, were— 


“Tt is the power of the purse; and by 
exercising the power of the purse it claims a 
voice in all decisions of administrative 
authority and policy. I think that much 
delay and many doubtful resolutions have 
been the result ot the peculiar position which, 
through many generations, the Treasury has 
occupied.” 


He was speaking at the moment with 
regard to our knowledge. 


*Mr SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be in order if he proceeds to 
discuss a debate which took place in the 
other House. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I was only 
endeavouring to show, Mr. Speaker, that 
I think we are entitled to blame the 
Government, and to move a vote of 
censure on them, when we find 
them speaking in different voices on 
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these matters. I think also we are en- 
titled to move this vote of censure— 
though I am afraid we will not succeed in 
carrying it—because in this workaday 
world we must judge a Government by 
results, and this Government have ad- 
mitted that every calculation they made 
has been falsified by results. They can- 
not deny that their professed peace policy 
has resulted in war; they cannot deny 
that the result of their professed 
policy of working in friendship and 
accord with our Dutch fellow-citizens is 
that the Cape Chamber is hostile to us 
and the Orange Free State is ranged 
against us; and they cannot deny 
that the inadequate preparation made 
by them for the war has led to the 
humiliating position in which _ this 
country now finds itself—a position in 
which, in the history of the world, it 
has never been before, namely, having 
its territory occupied for nearly four 
months by the enemy. The worst 
of it is that all these evils and dan- 
gers were anticipated and foreseen and 
stated in this House by the right hon. 
Gentleman primarily responsible for them. 
He foretold the result and denounced the 
very policy which the Government finally 
decided to enter upon. I think we may 
fairly say that in moving this vote of 
censure we have no desire to hamper the 
Government in the prosecution of the war. 
We have full faith and the utmost  cohfi- 
dence in the men at the wheel, but the men 
at the wheel are not the present holders of 
office, but Lord Roberts and Sir Redvers 
fuller. I for one am prepared to give 
every possible support in order to bring 
the war to a satisfactory conclusion. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House last night endeavoured, I think, 
to place the Opposition in a false light 
with regard to this matter. He tried to 
show that what my right hon. friend 
intended in his speech was that a satisfac- 
tory conclusion would be arrived at when 
the enemy were driven out of British 
territory, but speaking for myself, and I 
believe also for nearly every hon. 
Member on this side of the House, 
I go further than that. I am prepared 
to support the conduct of the war 
until the Boers shall sue for peace. 
I do not go so far as to say that it may 
not be necessary even at this moment to 
carry our forces further for military 
reasons. I do not think, however, it is 


advantageous to discuss terms of settle- 
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ment at the present moment, and I think 
it was a pity that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have so emphatically ex- 
pressed his views as to what the final 
settlement should be, because it is not as 
we should have hoped, and it may tend 
to hamper the conduct of the war by 
strengthening the backs of the enemy 
against suing for peace at all. 
The right hon. Gentleman, in a 
somewhat ill-advised speech which he 
delivered at Manchester, said that 
there was one advantage gained by 
the Government not having approached 


' Parliament last summer for a vote of 


credit to resist Boer invasion, and that 
was that they had obtained unanimous 
feeling throughout the country in favour 
of the operations now in progress. I think, 
however, that the violent terms in which 
the right hon. Gentleman spoke last night 
regarding the final settlement will deter 
some hon. Members on this side of the 
House from giving that active support 
to the Government which they other- 
wise would. It is not fair to the 
Opposition to ask them to commit them- 
selves at the present moment to any 
particular settlement of this great ques- 
tion. When the time to make a settle- 
ment arrives then we shall be able to 
discuss the best way to effect it, 
and I, therefore, jregret that part of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman. The 
Amendment now before the House practi- 
cally covers the whole ground of the 
policy of the Government for the last five 
years. The right hon. Gentleman said 
last night that if we were going to criti- 
cise that policy on the present occasion, 
we ought to have criticised it before in 
detail from time to time as matters 
occurred. We had, however, very good 
reason for not doing that, because we be- 
lieved that step by step, until the last 
ill-omened step, tee policy of the Govern- 
ment with reference to South Africa and 
the Trausvaal was practically the same 
in desire and intention as that which 
actuated their predecessors. The policy 
of the Colonial Office up to re- 
cently had always been to maintain 
the supremacy of British rule in South 
Africa, to maintain the Convention of 
London, both in spirit and in letter, and 
as far as possible, by friendly negotiations, 
to redress the grievances from which the 
foreign element in the Transvaal suffered. 
The Colonial Office policy had been, and 
we believed the policy of the present 
Second Day. 
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Government also was, to act in accord 
with Dutch feeling at the Cape, and 


as far as possible with the friendly assis- | 
tance of the progressive Boers in the) 


Transvaal itself. Certainly there was a 
very large element of progressive Boer 


feeling in the Transvaal as well as a large | 


element of Afrikander feeling outside it 


in favour of redressing the grievances | 


of the Uitlanders, and of getting rid of 


the difficulties between the Transvaal and | 


the British Government. I am not going 
to deny for a moment that the South 
African problem had not been very 
troublesome. If it had heen anticipated 
when the retrocession of the Transvaal 


were granted that the country would | 


subsequently become of such importance, 
disastrous effect of the raid was not that 


and that its Government would not give 


liberty and equality, it is certain that the | 


retrocession would never have taken place. 
But it is very easy to judge after the 
event, as the right hon. Gentleman himself 
said last night. I am bound to say that 
though the Transvaal is a very trouble- 
some neighbour, and they have en- 
deavoured to extend their borders, and to 
obtain greater freedom or independence, I 
do not think that on that account we can 
hlame them. They have their Imperialists 
and Expansionists in the Transvaal as we 
have here, and we cannot blame them for 
endeavouring to secure greater inde- 
pendence than they obtained under the 
Conventions. But the policy of previous 
Governments had been to check and 


restrain this evolution on the part of the | 


Transvaal, and up to the last few years 
that policy has been successful, while at 
the same time retaining friendly relations 
with the Republic. That was the policy 
of 1895 and of Mr. Rhodes, who up to 
that date had showed himself a great 
South African statesman. His policy had 
heen to bind the Dutch and the English 
element together, and in that he had 
been most successful. But in 1895 we 
had a change of Government, and at the 
Colonial Office a Minister who had great 
ideas of colonial administration. Mr. 
Rhodes and those working with him 
gauged this view pretty accurately, and 
thought they could foree the pace. 
Almost directly after the Government 
came into office Mr. Rhodes obtained that 
strip of territory for the Chartered Com- 
pany which formed the jumping-off place 
for the raid. If we had remained in 
ottice the raid would not have occurred, 
for if Mr. Rhodes had approached us as 


Mr. Sydneu Buxton. 
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| to the cession of Bechuanaland—although 
|it was obvious that at some time 
or other it might have to be handed 
over to the Chartered Company—we 
would have said that the moment 
was inappropriate for so doing. First 
'of all, only lately a new form of 
| administration had been conferred on the 
Chartered Company, and we wanted to 
see it working better. In the second 
place, the pecuniary position of the 
Chartered Company was not such at that 
time as to enable it to take over further 
territory. I admit that the present 
Colonial Secretary was entirely entitled 
to make a different arrangement, but [ 
say, if we had been in office the raid 
would not have occurred. The most 


it induced the Transvaal to arm, but that 
it placed the Afrikander section in the 
Cape in a position of antagonism and 
suspicion to Her Majesty’s Government. 
The first steps taken by the Colonial 
Secretary after the raid were proper and 
right, but then we come to what I believe 
to be, toa large extent, the foundation of 
all subsequent difficulties—namely, the 
introduction of the system of what has 
been called the new diplomacy in dealing 
with this very delicate and ticklish ques- 
tion. The first mistake of all was the 
publication by the Colonial Secretary of 
a Government despatch in the beginning 
of 1896. Here was a case of interference 
by the Home Government in internal 
affairs of the Transvaal, and if that were 
to be done, it should have been with the 
greatest possible diplomacy and delicacy. 
But instead of this despatch being sent 
out to the High Commissioner as a basis 
for negotiation, conference, and  iscus- 
sion, it was actually published in England 
before President Kruger had received it at 
all, and the Colonial Secretary himself had 
totelegraph out to President Kruger, asking 
him to keep an open mind till he had 
seen the despatch itself. That was 
very largely the beginning of all the sub- 
sequent difficulties, and certainly was the 
primary cause of the abandonment by 
President Kruger of his intention to 
come over to England, and have personal 
conference with the Colonial Secretary. 
Then unfortunately came the Cape 
inquiry into the raid, in which the late 
Prime Minister of the Cape was_per- 
sonally implicated. Next came the un- 
fortunate inquiry here,in which a large 
amount of suspicion was involved snd 
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the idea created that there had been con- | have been in a very strong position, and 
cealment of something that might have | by making certain concessions they would 
come out. At all events, there w ther agitation in the 
clearly felt, on the part of the Tr: ansvaal | wrong, coun of largely in the right. 
Government and those interested in the |All this while the Transvaal were arming. 
Transvaal, from that moment a suspicion I do not know that it may not be per- 
that the Colonial Secretary and the | | fectly true that being armed for one pur- 
Government were personally implicated | | Pose, they may have got into their minds 











in the proceedings of the raid. Then | 
came the most unfortunate whitewashing | 
of the prime mover of the raid. I have 
never been able to understand how that | 
came about, because, only a few days | 
before, the Colonial Secretary himself had | 
put his signature to the Report which had | 
absolutely condemned the raid. I am 
one of those who think that Mr. Rhodes | 
has done a great service to the Empire, 


but it was not the business of the Colonial | 


Secretary to come down to the House 
and give Mr. Rhodes the — glowing 
character he did. That most  unfor- 


tunately absolutely confirmed President | 


Kruger and others in the suspicion that 


the Colonial Secretary was mixed up with | 


Mr. Rhodes in the raid. Now we come 


to the period of nagging and sneering | 


despatches and speeches, all which tended 
to confirm suspicion and 


Transvaal Government. [am not going to 


enter into the question of suzerainty ; but | 


I believe, and I think every one in this 
House believes, that it was most unfor- 
tunate that the Colonial Secretary should 
have, for the first time since 1884, raised 
in a public despatch the question of suzer- 
ainty. That it was wrong to do so is 


confirmed from his own confession in a | 


despatch at the end of the correspondence, 
in which he said, “Oh, well, I have said | 


my say, and [ won't say any more about | policies. 


it.” He did all the irritating by raising 
the point, and yet did not enforce it in 
the end. Meanwhile, from the moment 
that the first Drifts question was raised, 
the Transvaal Government had begun to 
arm. I am not going to defend the 
policy the Transv aal carried out in regard 
to this country ; they were very foolish, | 
and very suspicious without any real or 
proper occasion. I do not say, after all, 
that in their position they were un- 
naturally suspicious, but so far as I know 
they had really no ground for the sus- 
picion that this country intended to inter- 
fere with their independence. I think 
that their policy ever since the time of | 
the raid has been most foolish, because 


if they had only taken a sensible and | 


liberal line they would by this time 


irritate the | 





that they might use their arms for another 
| purpose in the end. But this was known— 
| the Government themselves say that they 
knew it—first, that the Transvaal were 
| arming, and second that they might turn 
their arms against us. The First Lord of 
‘the Treasury said that although they 
| knew this, the mouth of the Government 
was closed in consequence of the raid 
‘itself. It appears to me if that were so, 
the Government had two courses open to 
|them. They might have gone to the 
| Transvaal Government and said, “We 
'give you formal guarantees for absolute 
independence ; why, then, are you making 
armed preparations which are far beyond 
what you really require for police and 
defensive purposes, and can only be 
intended to be directed against us, and 
we must request you to cease this per- 
petual arming on your part.” That would 
| have been a policy perfectly clear. The 
other policy which, in my opinion, the 
Government ought to have carried out 
was to remove the suspicion of the Trans- 
vaal Government that we had any 
intention of interfering with their inde- 
| pendence, and to show a way by which 
| the Transvaal Government might be able 
| 

| 


to tell their burghers that it was not neces- 
sary to arm against the British Govern- 
ment. They adopted neither of these two 
They carried on the policy of 
nagging and suspicion, which—I will not 
say in the minds of other people, but in 
| the minds of the Transvaal Government— 
| justified them in continuing arming. 
| They started a new policy, the policy of 
| franchise. I do not say that that 
| was wrong, because if you are going 
to deal with the Uitlanders’ grievances 
| that is the best way of doing it, but 
it was a new policy, because when the 
| question first arose in 1890 there was no 
expostulation by the Government on that 
matter. It is true that in 1894 the Govern- 
ment of which I was a member suggested 
| pr esenting a despatch to President Kr uger, 
hut the right hon. Gentleman knows per- 
| fectly w ell that that despatch was never 
presented. It was only to be presented 
In 1896 the 


Second Duy. 


‘under certain conditions. 
i 








Address in Answer to 


Gentleman the 


187 


right hon. Colonial 


Secretary dealt with this despatch, and | 
upon it based his policy of Home Rule for | 


the Rand, but in 1896 he did net put the 
franchise first, but only as a subsidiary 
matter, and even so late as last March he 
again referred to Local Government for 


the Rand, and said if that was agreed to | 


nine-tenths of the grievances of the Uit- 
landers would be met. 
to say that it was neither dignified nor 
convenient to move ?t that moment. 
Therefore, I say, the policy of franchise 
was a new policy. Naturally, President 
Kruger did not intend or desire to give 
more than he was obliged to, and he 
wished to give it as slowly as_ pos- 


sible. For a long time the Boer 
resistance was partly successful, but 


we must remember that unfortunately 
the two parties were looking at the 
matter from entirely different points 
of view. The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of the conference at Bloem- 
fontein as a guarantee against foreign 
intervention, but President Kruger con- 
sidered that the independence of the 
Transvaal was in the scale, and that the 
interests of the oligarchical sect of which 
he was one of the members were in 
jeopardy, and no doubt he could not 
help feeling that although the new 
policy was not annexation in form, it was 
annexation in fact ; and he felt that if 
Uitlanders were admitted to the franchise 
in large numbers at once that would be 
the result. I do not intend to go into 
the intricate question of the policy of last 
year. It seems to me there were great mis- 


interpretations on both sides. Those 
who have studied the Blue Books care- 
fully cannot fail to feel this. The 


Colonial Secretary and those with him 
did not understand one another or the 
Boer temper, and it is largely due to that 
fact that the war occurred. I am not 
oing to blame one side and not the other. 
L think the Boer Government are enor- 
mously to blame in the way in which 


they approached this question, but when | 


the right hon. Gentleman talked of the 
war as inevitable, I want to know what 
was in the mind of the Government. The 
First Lord of the Treasury said it was 
inevitable in July and others put the date 
back to the Conference at Bloemfontein. 
I want the Government to say whether 
in their opinion President Stein of the 
Orange Free State really at that time in- 
tended that the Conference should lead 
Mr. Sydney Burton, 


{COMMONS} 


But he went on | 
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‘to failure and lead to war, and whethe™ 
President Kruger was also of the opinion, 
and whether, when it was going on, you 
could say the war was inevitable, so that 
you could put it plainly to the Transvaal 
Government that they did not intend to 
perform what they promised, and so abso- 
lutely convict them of good faith. We 
have heard of the AfrikanJer conspiracy, 
but I think it is difficult to say that such 
a conspiracy existed, and, as I have studied 
the Blue Books, Sir Alfred Milner himself 
does not say there was anything like a 
conspiracy against British supremacy. 
I think the whole of this talk of an 
Afrikander conspiracy has been due to the 
misunderstandings I have referred to. A 
certain number of Dutch have joined the 
Transvaal, no doubt, but that is largely 
due to the fact that we have been unable 
to defend our territory, and those who 
have joined the Transvaal have done so 
because they were unable to receive 
British protection. Under those circum- 
stances, it was only to be expected that 
the Dutch in our colonies should join 
those of their own race and blood. I 
have endeavoured to prove, as shortly as 
possible, that the Government have shown 
want of judgment in regard to this matter. 
They have themselves admitted want of 
knowledge and foresight, and I think, 
that being so, we are fully justified in 
moving this vote of censure, and while 


we do not think there is any 
chance of carrying it, it will tend 
to stiffen the Government  in_ their 


action, and we hope in the settlement 
that must take place at some future time 
the Government will take care not to give 
domination to one side or the other. We 
want liberty and equality in South Africa, 
but we must not forget that we must have 
fraternity as well. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) said he must apologise 
for being so dense as not to understand 
‘what was meant by the speeches of the 
party opposite. The leaders affected to 
be anxious to bring this war to a success- 
‘ful issue. There was one element of 
success, and that was to show a united 
front to the enemy; but hon. Members 
opposite appeared to be animated by a 
desire to initiate a party discussion, to be 
followed by a party division. He could 
| only imagine that a long and close inti- 
|macy with the Irish party had produced 
| that paradox. What was the object of 
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turning out the present Government ? If 


they did turn it out and put in their own 
party, how could such a Government pro- 
secute the war to any issue but a most 
disastrous one? It was idle at the present 
moment to debate whether the war was 
or was not inevitable. Hon. Members 
seemed to forget that the country was 
at this moment at war, and had been 
at war for three months. A great por- 
tion of the Queen’s dominions had been 
overrun and was held by foreign troops, 
and large portions of our dominions 
had been annexed. It seemed a strange 
thing for the House of Commons, then, to 
debate what happened five years ago. 
What we had to consider was the best 
means of bringing the war to a successful 
issue, and to proceed with the defences of 
our country. It must not be forgotten 
that a large portion of our Army was 
6,000 miles away, and it was of vital im- 
portance that the home defences should be 
made secure as soon as possible. He 
thought it was, on the whole, fortunate 
for the Government that the two ques- 
tions of whether the war was inevitable 
and whether we were prepared or not had 
been incorporated into one Amendment. 
For the reasons he hdd stated, hon. 
Members on his side of the House were 
agreed as to the utter uselessness of 
raking up the past policy of the Govern- 
ment. but as regarded the preparations 
for the war there were on that side of the 
House certain differences of opinion, and 
he would not be doing his duty to his 
constituents or to the service if he did 
not say a few words of criticism on the 
present position of affairs in South Africa. 
He was as strong a supporter of the 
Government as any man in that House or 
in the country. 


and throughout the country, and he 
believed it would be much stronger in 
both places if it would take them into its 
confidence and tell them frankly where 
the mistakes had been in the past. 
He could not acquiesce in the doctrine 
that the failures had been unavoidable, 
or that the hereditary disposition of the 
British Army was to suffer reverses at the 
opening of a campaign. Would the 


Government announce what they meant | 


to do in the future? It was admitted 
that we were not prepared for a war—at 
any rate on the scale of the one in which 
we had embarked. But why was that so ? 
And who was responsible? In his humble 
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He wanted to see the | 
Government strong both in the House | 
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judgment there were two principal causes 
for our failures. The first was our 
military system, and the second was the 
want of information both at home and in 
South Africa. As regarded our military 
system the responsibility rested not with 
‘the Government or with the War Office, 
but solely with the House of Commons. 
For years the Service Members had 
prophesied to empty benches what would 
happen in the event of a big war. 
Only twice could he remember any 
interest being taken by the House in 
Army questions—-once when Lord Rose- 
bery’s Government was turned out of 
office by a very skilful move, and again 
when the strongest Government of 
modern times was nearly defeated on 
the question of sewage-farm milk. 
He knew that Service Members were con- 
sidered to be bores of the largest calibre, 
but they had this advantage: they knew 
what they were talking about, and they 
were aware that when they were dis- 
cussing an expenditure of 40 or 50 
millions year after year they were dealing 
with a subject vital not only to the 
interests of this country, but to the 
interests of our Empire all over the world. 
Therefore he regarded the House of Com- 
mons as alone to blame. When he came 
to the question of the want of informa- 
tion he confessed that they were landed 
in somewhat of a difficulty. He did not 
quite understand how far the Govern- 
ment and the Intelligence Department 
had been in touch with one another. He 
could not help being reminded of a 
picture which appeared in Punch ten 
days previously, in which the Prime 
Minister was represented as saying 
to the Cabinet, “Well, gentlemen, 

never mind what we think; let us 
all say the same thing.” Yet on the 
‘first. day of the session that gun had 
missed fire. The First Lord had certainly 
told them the Intelligence Department 

had very accurate information as regarded 
the Transvaal preparations, excepting so 
far as the number of men was concerned. 

But if only the armaments of the Boers 

were known, how could it be supposed that 

the force originally despatched would be 

sufficient? Although it had since been 

multiplied threefold we were still unable 

| to drive the enemy out of our territory 

-and to invade the Transvaal. Then, as 

'to the guns. Did the Intelligence De- 

| partment know as long ago as last June 

| that the Boers had large numbers of quick. 


G Second Day, 
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firing guns and Creusots ; that they had ' 
double the number of rifles necessary to 
arm every man in the Transvaal and 
the Free State; and that there were 
25 millions of cartridges in Pretoria ; 
and lots more coming over the sea? 
If the Department knew all these things, 
they must have told the Government ; 
and if they did not know, they were 
grossly wanting in their duty. ‘Again, if 
these facts were known in June, what 
could) have been the objection to our 
sending out a number of heavy siege 
guns? = [t was not possible perhaps to 
send infantry and cavalry, but they 
might have sent heavy siege guns, for 
that would have been a defensive rather 
than an offensive measure. Would the 
Government give the House some infor- 
mation on that point! He would like 
further to know when did the Govern- 
ment receive the first intimation that 
Ladysmith was to be held with a large 
force? If that had been known only a 
few days before the retreat from Dundee 
there would have been ample time to 
fortify the heights round and to mount 
a large number of naval guns. They had 
leen told that everything was left to the 
general in the field ; but it was well known 
that when the Army applied to the Navy 
for guns there was always, and properly, 
difficulty in getting them. Naval officers 
did not like to strip their ships of the most 
valuable part of their armament. But 
surely the Government had supreme 
authority, and could have directed that 
the guns should have been sent up from 
the fleet. Had they done so, the Lady- 
smith garrison would have heen ina much 
better position than at present. Then 
as to absence of proper maps of Natal. It 
might be said that it was the duty of a 
seli-governing colony to make its own 
ordnance surveys. But for years it had 
heen known that there was a probability 
of our having in the immediate future to 
fight in Natal; and if only prover maps had 
been available for our generals much loss 
of life would have been avoided. — As to 
Kimberley and Mafeking, some informa- 
tion was wanted, both by the House and 
hy the country, as to why the Cape 
Government refused to send arms and 
munitions to those towns, while all the 


time armaments were allowed to pass into , 


the Transvaal. The responsibility for 
that should be brought home to the proper 
Tl’ . 
persons. Then he came to the question 
of the colonial troops and auxiliaries. He 
Mr. Sydney Burton, 


‘COMMONS! 
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would like to ask, when it was stated that 
our generals had had a free hand, was it 
meant that they had been unrestricted as 
to the raising of colonial auxiliaries ! He 
asked these questions not to embarrass 
the Government, but because the country 
demanded an answer to them. Unless 
they were answered, the country would 
lose confidence in the Government. He 
should not vote for the Amendment, he- 
cause he considered it was wholly mis- 
chievous. It could do no possible good, 
and its adoption might cause incalculable 
harm. He should support the Govern- 
ment through thick and thin. The sup- 
porters of the Government were <eter- 
mined to see them through this business. 
They would give them any supply and 
make any sacrifices, whether of money or 
life, which might be necessary. Whatever 
opposition they might meet in the House 
or out of it, they were determined that 
the sword should not be laid down until 
the principle of equal rights for all men 
throughout South Africa had 
established. 


heen 


*Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeeushire, 
E.): Mr. Speaker, I agree with the hon. 
and gallant Member who preceded me, 
and with others who have said that there 
probably has never been a moment of 
more grave national peril than that we 
are face to face with at this juncture. 
Our country is denuded of almost all our 
defensive forces, who are engaged in a 
very serious, and hitherto not successful, 
war at the other side of the world. Our 
great dependency, India, is passing 
through a period of distress, and, as we 
know, the various Powers of Europe are 
not at all too favourably disposed towards 
us. 1 do think that we may surely draw 
another conclusion from the crisis than 
that of the hon. and gallant Member 
namely, that it is our duty, as an 
assembly representative of the people, 
to censure the Ministry which has led 
us into these grave disasters. 1 put 
it to those who heard the hon, and 
gallant Member oppose this Amendment, 
whether, in regard to half of that 
Amendment, he did not make « most 
effective speech in support of it.  Be- 
cause, What is it the Amendment proposes! 
It expresses regret at two things: (1) 
at the want of foresight and judgment dis- 
played by Her Majesty’s Government in 
the couduet of South African affairs since 
IR95, and (2) as to the lack of foresight 
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and judgment exhibited by Her Majesty’s 
Government in the preparations made 
by them for the war now proceeding. 
We want some further explanation 
from the Government as_ to 
information was in the possession of the 
Intelligence Department before the war, 


whether they communicated it to the_ 


Government, and whether that informa- 
tion was acted upon. ‘The Government 
have confessed, by many mouths, that 
they hopelessly under - estimated the 
numbers of the Boers, their fighting 
powers, and their armaments. The House 
is entitled to know whether this gross 
and culpable mistake was founded on 
material supplied by the Intelligence 
Department or not. If it were so founded. 
then the only conclusion to come to is that 
the Intelligence Department sadly needs 


reorganisation and overhauling, and 
putting upon a new foundation, If 
that is not the fact, then I 


think the Intelligence Department — is 
laid under an unmerited stigma, which, 
in all fairness, ought to be speedily re- 
moved. The country at large is entitled 
to know who is responsible for this 
mistake, and what was the information 
that was given to the Government on 
which they acted, or failed to act. To 
my mind the responsibility rests with 
the gentlemen whe sit upon that bench ; 
and it is their duty as English gentlemen, 
whether it be their own individual 
vr collective faults, to acknowledge 
their error, and not to try, directly 
or indirectly, or by collusion, to cast it 
upon any department of the State. 
Another point brought up by the hon. 
and gallant Member was that of the 
want of maps of the territory which 
was now the scene of the conflict. Surely 
it was one of the most elementary duties 
of the Government —especially a Govern- 
ment which placed so high an estimate 
in its programme on the importance of 
national defence—-to have provided for a 
thorough military survey of the country 
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what | 


that for years has been looked 
upon as a probable theatre of war. 
I do not need to be told, for! 


a single moment, that a 
Minister of the Crown who came down 
to the House and asked for money for 
Cape Colony or Natal for such a purpose 
would not have got it. He would have 
got it at once. Then I should like a 


little further explanation on the question : 
put to the First Lord of the Treasury | propose to take ; and there is not a 
C3 


responsible | 


| 
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‘yesterday as to Sir William Butler’s 


I am at a loss to reconcile the 
statement made by the First Lord 
of the Treasury with that of the 
Under Secretary of State for War. On 
October 20th last the Under Secretary 
of State for War stated in the House that 
representations urging the necessity of 
increasing the garrison in South Africa 


reports. 


had been received previous to June 
27th trom the High Commissioner, 


the Governor of Natal, and the officer 
commanding the troops in South Africa, 
who at that time was Sir William 
Butler. It is perfectly clear from the 


statement of the Under Secretary 
last October that there were official 
dispatches from Sir W. Butler advo- 
cating the sending out of increased 


forces for the defence of our South African 
Colonies. Now, the First Lord of the 
Treasury undoubtedly stated last night— 
I have not yet been able to verify 
it in The Times—that no report had 
been received by any public depart- 
ment in this country, either by the 
Colonial Office or the War Office, from Sir 
William Butler, advocating the increase 
of the garrison. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL = (Sir 
RicHArp WEBSTER, Isle of Wight): No, 


no! 


*Mn. BUCHANAN: Then the Attorney 
General knows more about it. This just 
shows the ambiguity in which the 
House is on this question, and how 
desirable it is for the House and for the 
country te have fuller and more complete 
information on this point. Surely we 
have a right to expect it, and that the 
position of two such persons in high 
places as the High Commissioner and the 
Governor of Natal should be made plain. 
I also think that more information should 
be vouchsafed as to the steps the Govern- 
ment are taking fer retrieving the disas- 
which they have 
Africa. We 


trous position into 
brought us in South 
have not heard in this House, 
nor in the other House, nor in the 
Queen’s Speech—which is barren to a 
degree-—what measures the Government 


Sev Oi lf Day, 
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single one among the 
Bills of which notice has been given on 
behalf of the Government which deals 
with the question of faval or military 
defence. There is a very natural anxiety 
prevailing that some statement should be 
made by some responsible authority, on | 
behalf of the Government, of the steps 
they propose to take; and whether it 
involves large expenditure or not, I can | 
honestly affirm that it will be cordially 
supported by hon. Members on both sides 
of this House. The hon. and gallant 
Member who preceded me objected to | 
this Amendment on several grounds. I 
do not know that it is necessary for me 
to go into the points he makes, as there 
are many other speakers who desire to 
join in this debate. I would rather pro- 
ceed to the reasons why I am fully pre- 
pared to support the Amendment. The 
Amendment contains two distinct parts. 
It expresses want of confidence in the | 
Government for the lack of preparation 
for this serious war, and it expresses want 
of confidence in the Government also for 
the way in which they have conducted 
South African affairs from the time they 
‘ame into office down to the present 
moment. With regard to the want of 
preparation the facts speak for themselves. 
The Government have themselves con- | 
fessed it over and over and over again. 
There is not an individual who sits 
upon the front bench opposite who has 
made a public speech within the last 
two months who has not been obliged 
to standin a white sheet and confess 
that the Government entirely misappre- 
hended the strength of the Transvaal, 
and that through their own culpable 
ignorance we have been involved in these 
very serious disasters. I do not say that 
all these distinguished gentlemen give 
the same reasons for the mistakes. Far 
from it. We get a great variety of 
reasons. We had the reasons given by 
the First Lord of the Treasury, and they 
were examined into by my right hon. | 
friend the Leader of the Opposition. We | 
had other reasons given by the Prime 
Minister. We had a reason, by the way, 
given by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs, who was formerly Under Secre- 
tary of State for War. His reason, I am 
bound to state, is the most extraordinary 
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of all, for he told us only a few days | 


ago that at any rate, if the Government 
had committed any errors, they were 
* Mr. Buchanan. 


| heart. 
the right hon. Gentleman to get up and 
trifle with an audience by saying, when: 
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errors of the head but not of the 
Surely it is preposterous for 


the nation has had to suffer military and 


| political humiliations such as it has not. 


endured during the century, that after 


_all the hearts of Her Majesty’s Ministers 


are in the right place. The country does 
not pay them for that. The country 
pays them for exercising a little of the 
ordinary intelligence that it would expect 
to get from any dozen or two dozen 
Members selected from among Members. 
of this House. Then there is the 
excuse given by the Secretary of State 
for War, which is rather a novel one. He 
told us that our war preparations were 
in an admirable state, but they were not 
preparations for war on the spot. Ap- 
parently they were preparations for war: 


‘in general, but not for war in the Trans- 


vaal or South Africa. He might be 
justified in saying that the way in 
which the War Office were enabled to. 


despatch an army corps to South Africa 


was worthy of credit, but it is no excuse for: 
the failure of the Government to anticipate 
the greatness of the struggle in which 
we are being engaged for the noble 
Lord to say that our war _pre- 
parations were in excellent order, but 


‘they were not in excellent order in the: 


one place where war was likely to occur: 
Then we have had the excuses of the 
Prime Minister with regard to secret 
service money. “Information was merely 
a question of money,” he said; “ you do 
not give me enough secret service 
money.” ‘The Prime Minister has often 
shown that his ideas of government in this 
country are not those held by the bulk of 
the people of the country or by the bulk 
of hon. Gentlemen sitting on the other: 
side of the House, but he has been long, 
enough in public affairs to know that he 
must work with the machine he has got. 
He knows perfectly well that if the 
responsible Minister had asked for more: 
money for that purpose he would have 
got it without a word of comment ora 
moment of delay. The noble Marquess, 
also, like the First Lord of the Treasury, 
blamed the poor unfortunate British 
Constitution, because, forsooth, there were 
impediments in the way of a single 
individual Minister spending what he 
likes and doing as he likes without calling 
| Parliament together or without the con- 
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trol of the Chancellor of the Exchequer | mouth of the Leader of the Opposition 


and the other officials of the Treasury. He 
complains of that, and says that if it had 
not been for that everything would have 


been well, This is, of course, pre- 
posterous. The Treasury, as far as 


all these matters are concerned, is the | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is a 
colleague of the Prime Minister, and the 


responsibility for any action that might | 
be taken by the Treasury rests with the | 


| as a fit and proper speech— 
“The Government might have hoped and 
| were right to hope that peace might be main- 
| tained, but they had also to contemplate the 
| possibility of peace not being maintained. It 
was their duty without menace to provide for 
| the defence of the Empire. That duty they 
had failed to undertake, and we, the Opposi- 
| tion, express our unanimous condemnation ef 
the failure to carry out the primary duty of 
the Government, viz., that of seeing to the 
safety of the Empire.” 


Chancellor of the Exchequer first and | 


with the Cabinet if they agree with him. 


It is mean and paltry for a man in the, 


Minister 
blame 


Prime 


position of the 
shift the 


to endeavour to 


on to a public department which has no | 


opportunity of replying. One word more 
on the second part of the Amendment. A 


sentence which fell from the First Lord | 
of the Treasury last night really has | 
amply justified all the charges that have | 
been brought against the Government in | 


this matter, and also the moving of this 
Amendment. In_ the 


speech, in speaking of the negotia- 
tions which had been instituted for 
the doing away of the Uitlanders’ 


grievances, the right hon. Gentleman said 


that if the Boer Government did not | 


make these concessions “ we ”—that is, 
the Government—“ always knew it must 
lead to hostilities between the two coun- 
tries.” Just think what that means. It 


means that the Government embarked in | 


a series of negotiations with a Power 
which they knew was difficult to deal 
with—intricate _ negotiations 
gentleman like Mr. Kruger, who was 
obstinate and well skilled in all the de- 
vices of diplomacy—they embarked upon 
these negotiations, and they knew, and | 
they themselves say they knew, that if 
the negotiations failed there would be 
war, and yet for that war they made no 
preparations, or no sufficient preparations. 
Just see how this interpretation of their | 
conduct can be justified out of the mouth of 
the First Lord himself. It will be in the | 
recollection of many Members here that 
in last October the right hon. Gentleman | 
found fault with a speech of the Leader | 


of the Opposition and _ then . very | 
graciously pointed out the sort of speech | 


the Leader of the Opposition ought to | 
have made. This is the speech which the | 
First Lord of the Traasury put into the | 


course of his! 


with a} 


No words of mine could express more 
clearly or more strongly the case we have 
against the Government. I would rest 
the whole of my case as regards the 
second part of the Amendment upon that 
statement. The First Lord committed 
himself definitely to the knowledge that 
the failure of the negotiations would 
mean war, and he has over and over 
again admitted personally and through 
his colleagues that for that war they did 
not make adequate preparations. The 
early part of the Amendment deals with 
the past and with the conduct of colonial 
affairs—for that is what it comes to—in 
South Africa from 1895 to the present 
time. I support that part of the Amend- 
ment because I believe that the conduct 
of colonial affairs in South Africa from the 
time the present Government came into 
office has been clearly and directly the 
cause of this war and the disasters which 
have befallen the country. The right 
hon. Gentleman who has charge of 
colonial affairs certainly cannot plead 
ignorance of the affairs of South Africa. 
He objected last night to an opinion of 
his own in the year 1878 being quoted ; 


I could quote opinions of his, both of 


earlier and later dates than that, from 
which it is clear that he had a thoroughly 
intimate and complete knowledge of the 
condition of affairs in South Africa. He 
has told us in former days more than once 
that he was one of the few who opposed 
the original annexation of the Transvaal ; 


| he was a member of the Cabinet that 


gave back the independence of the Trans- 


'vaal, and he was the one member of the 


Cabinet who most strenuously defended 
both in and out of this House that course 
of action. There is no speech which puts 
more clearly the awful consequences of a 
war in South Africa between British and 
Dutch than the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman at Birmingham in the summer 
of 1881. He knew well, and he stated 
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it in the vigorous and clear language of | 
which he is a master, that in case of war) 
the Free State burghers would imme- 
diately join with the Transvaal; he was 
under no such delusions as were other 
Members sitting on that Bench ; he 
knew the dangers and the  conse- 
quences which would ensue, and yet 
from 1895 down to the outbreak of war 
he has taken hardiy a single step that 
has not brought war nearer our cloors ; 
he has shown a recklessness and a culpa- 
bleness in the conduct of affairs such as 
I believe is not paralleled in our time. His 
position was made exceedingly difficult in 
the earlier stages of his Ministry by themost 
wicked and nefarious filibustering raid of 
Dr. Jameson. He took immediate steps 
to disown that action during the early 
months of 1896, but what steps has he 
taken from the summer of 1896 onwards 
to do away with the evil consequences of 
the raid? We have had it proved over 
and over again by all sorts of witnesses—- 
by witnesses who take different views 
from those held by myself and my friends 

-that the deep suspicion caused thereby 
not merely of the Chartered Company, but 
of the Imperial Government and of every- 
thing British in South Africa, was one of 
the rankling causes in President Kruger’s 
mind that has led to the Transvaal arma- 
ments and the war. I could quote corre- 
spondence from The Times correspondent, 
Captain Younghusband, who stated in 
1897 that the first and chief and only effort 
to be made by the British Government 
should he to do away as speedily as pos- 
sible with the atmosphere of suspicion 
through which, owing to the raid, every 
action of the Home Government was 
viewed by the Transvaal and by the 
population of South Africa. I donot say 
that the Colonial Secretary has been alone 
in his failure in this respect ; undoubtedly 
there are others who must bear the blame 
with him. The leaders of the raid—Mr. 
Rhodesand others--have beenwhitewashed 
by the Colonial Secretary in excravagant 
terms, but they have also been petted and 
pampered and favoured by many of the 


highest in the land, and by all classes of: 


the community. It is only natural that 
this attitude of suspicion on the part 
of President Kruger should have con- 
tinued towards the action of any 
associated in any degree with those 


who were to blame for the raid. The 
first duty of the right hon. Gentle-_ 


man should have been to disabuse Presi- 
Mr. Buchanan. 
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dent Kruger of all such ideas, to clear up 
absolutely the remotest vestige of sus- 
picion that there could be in any con- 


ceivable degree any complicity between 


the authors of the raid and the Colonial 
Office ; and he should have proceeded by 
a cautious, patient, and conciliatory policy 
to do away with all the differences 
which existed. Moreover, there is no 
doubt that Sir Alfred Milner’s direction 
of affairs in South Africa has not tended 
towards peace. I say this with the 
deepest regret, but it is palpable to 
all who read what has been and is 
being published, that the policy which 
Sir Alfred Milner has pursued has not 
been a policy which has tended to bring the 
two vast populations in South Africa to- 
gether, but rather one which has tended 
towards racial antipathy and the stirring 
up of one section of the community 
against the other. [Cries of “No.”] 
However, that is my opinion, and it is an 
opinion which is very generally felt. I 
will go further. So strongly is that 
opinion held that when the victorious 
issue of the war takes place I believe you 
will never have a permanent and satis- 
factory peace concluded in South Africa 
if Sir Alfred Milner continues to be High 
Commissioner and if the right hon. 
Gentleman continues to be Colonial See- 
retary. [Ministerial laughter.] It will 
be no laughing matter. There are diffi- 
culties of war, but there are difficulties 
still greater in making and concluding 
peace after war is over, and I believe 
most firmly that the retention of their 
present positions by those two right hon. 
Gentlemen will be a permanent obstacle 
which must be removed before such a 
peace can be concluded. I most cordially 
support both parts of the Amendment 
before the House. I consider that the 
Government have culpably failed in their 
duty in not making adequate preparations 
for this very serious war, and that they 
have also grossly failed in their duty by 
the way in which theaffairs in South Africa 
have been conducted from 1895 onwards. 
Although it is improbable—impossible— 
that this Amendment should be carried, 
still I am perfectly confident that if it 
were carried it would be the best thing 
for this country and the best thing 
for South Africa — not because those 
who share my political opinions might 





‘come into power, but because I firmly 


believe that no disasters have ever come 
upon this country to parallel those which 
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have been brought upon it by the present | 
Government, and that you could not get 
a body of men, wherever selected from, 
who could bring greater disgrace or | 
greater disaster upon the State. 


131 January 1900! 
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any of us said that we possessed bad field 
artillery? In a certain sense no one who 
knew anything about the army could 
say we had bad field artillery ; it is the 


‘one arm of which we have always had 


most right to be proud, both as regards 


*COLONEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): 
Most of the latter part of the speech of | 
the hon. Member who has just spoken 
dealt with what are now rather old sub- 
jects of controversy. The people of the 
country at the present moment are 
chiefly interested in the events of 
the war, and not the which 
brought the war about. They go further, 
and are mainly interested in bringing the 
war to an honourable and satisfactory con- 
clusion. I cannot agree with the hon. Mem- 
berin thinking that the public or any body 
of people except the enemiesof this country 
would hail with satisfaction a change of 
Government at the present time. On 
the other hand, it is quite possible to 
admit that someone should be held 
responsible for a considerable amount 
of mismanagement, and I frankly 
admit that the difficulty of most orators | 
on this side of the House has hitherto 
been to fix this particular responsibility. 
The fact that we have had to. strain 
every nerve and go to the very last of 
our military resources to face a struggle 
with a second or third rate Power is in 
itself a proof that we are not prepared to 


causes 





face any more formidable opponent, 
and that is a very serious national 
question. The Leader of the House has 


rather narrowed the issue lately by telling 
us frankly that the War Office and the 
Governmeut were in possession of infor- 
mation from the Intelligence Depart- 
ment. [am one of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s friends who were considerably dis- 
appointed with the speeches he made at 
Manchester a short time ago. In those 
speeches he appeared to be endeavouring 
to fasten some of the responsibility for the 
bad information he possessed on his friends 
in this House who were in the habit of 
criticising the War Office, and on the press. 
We may not have performed a very useful 
part ; but one thing is quite certain, that 
in season and out of season ever since we 
have been in existence we have urged 
that our military system was thoroughly 
bad and needed radical reform. The 








right hon. Gentleman asked, when had 


the officers and men, and, for that matter, 
the horses. But as regards its organisa- 
tion, its armament, and its numbers, the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean has often called attention 
to the subject, while the hon, Member for 
West Belfast has done the same ; while in 
a formal document which we all addressed 
to the Prime Minister in September, 1898, 
we used this expression— 


“The horse and field artillery also have 
been reduced to a condition even worse than 
that of the line.” 


I might quote extensively from this 
letter, which was certainly acknowledged, 
but never, as far as I know, acted upon. 
We said that the position of the mili- 
tary forces was very unsatisfactory, and 
we concluded by saying that we were 
convinced there was no matter of greater 
importance to the Empire at the present 
moment. With regard to the abstinence 
of the press from criticism in this matter, 
it must have been news to the readers of 
The Times, the Morning Post, and the 
Pall, Mall Gazette that they had not con- 
stantly urged a complete reform of our 
whole military system. Iam therefore glad 
the right hon. Gentleman has helped us to 
get on to the right scent as to where the re- 
sponsibility rests. With regard to the 
guns, I cannot help thinking the right 
hon. Gentleman was somewhat confusing 
field guns and guns of position. All we 
desired to have were guns not unequal to 
cope with the guns to be brought 
against them. I have no doubt that our 
guns would cope with similar guns if 
brought against them, but the curious 
position that the Intelligence Department, 
or rather our generals abroad, had to deal 
with was in having to bring field guns to 
fight guns of position. With regard to 
the matter of preparation, I confess it 
would have taken a very astute Intelli- 
gence Officer to know that guns of 
position would he found to possess so 
much mobility and he brought into action 
in the way they have been. It was no 
doubt an error on their part, but I think 
a pardonable error. There is another 
factor which must not be forgotten in 
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is that this is the most novel kind of 
warfare that history can record—I mean 
that magazine rifles, smokeless powder, 
and things of that sort are so entirely novel 
that it would have required absolute 
prescience to know what their precise 
effects would be. But the right hon. 


Gentleman has said that Sir John Ardagh | 
and the officers under him had practically | 


warned the Government or the War Office 
of all that they knew on these subjects. 
We come back to the question of who 
is responsible for the various avoidable 
mistakes which have been made, and not 
the mistakes which everybody else would 
have made. Here I find myself once 
more in the old difficulty when criticising 
the War Office, that there never is anyone 
to attack. There is a deeply rooted, 
chivalrous tradition in official life in this 
country that we should never criticise 
subordinate executive officials, but surely 
the due maintenance of this tradition must 
depend upon one primary condition, 
namely that there should be somebody 
else to take the responsibility in place of 
the subordinate official. It is the War 
Office alone which, of late years, has 
tried to maintain this tradition, and at 
the same time extend it to everyone 
within its walls. The result is that, no 
matter how badly matters fare with the 
British Army, or what scandals take 
place, no one is to blame and no one is 
held to be responsible. It is considered 
to be a species of blasphemy to hint 
that some personages connected with the 
War Office can make any mistakes. 
There is an old maxim of our constitution 
taat the King can do no wrong, but the 
War Office have extended that dictum to a 
very inconvenient extent. Of course when 
we have a reformed War Office charged 
with the duty of administering a great 
Imperial Army, it will be fairer to appor- 
tion the blame when blame is called for, 
but under the present condition of things, 
when both the Army and the War Office 
are maintained on principles that have 
been exploded in every other part of 
the world, I agree with my hon. and 


gallant friend who spoke earlier in the | 


afternoon, that we should really take a 
wider survey of the matter, and, to a 
great extent, blame ourselves. The system 
that has to be administered at the War 
Office is so hopelessly antiquated—and in 
many respects corrupt and thoroughly 
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thing of it; and I believe that until the 
| people at large make the discovery that 
| they have a personal interest in the active 
| efficiency of the War Office as a subject 
that concerns them, we are not likely to 
‘have any very vigorous reforms. For 
‘much of our unpreparedness at the 
present time both parties in the State 
must be equally blamed, and in one 
respect in particular, and that is in regard 


|to the training of officers in high 
positions. I am not sure that Indian 


campaigns and the experience of savage 
warfare is not more of a_ snare 
than an advantage to general officers 
finding themselves for the first time con- 
tronted with civilised opponents armed 
with the most modern weapons. It is 
‘quite certain there is no peace training 
equal to the holding of mancuvres ona 
large scale; and when I remember the very 
grudging way in which the Manceuvres 
Bill was introduced at all, how we had to 
beg Ministers to proceed with it, how it 
was maimed and mutilated in its passage 
through the House, and how after it was 
passed it was only put in force once, and 
then in a most timid and tentative manner, 
I say that the Government of the country 
and Parliament, and especially those who 
obstructed the Manoeuvres Act, are 
morally to blame for much of the loss of 
life that has taken place in South 
Africa. I could prove this point by very 
close argument if I were to transgress a 
rule we should all observe, namely, not to 
presume to criticise the generals now in 
the field. I think I can prove the converse 
proposition, that where manceuvres have 
been possible the greatest advantage has 
accrued. The country has for some years 
past had cavalry manceuvres, not on a 
very large scale, but larger than usual. 
Anyone acquainted with the facts will 
admit that it was in these exercises 
that Colonel French — now General 
French—-learned those lessons which he 
has put into such brilliant practice in the 
| field. There are many other items of un- 
preparedness to which I might have 
referred, but I should like before resum- 
ing my seat to say a word on the subject 
of the Imperial Yeomanry. Part of our 
want of preparation has been in regard to 
mounted infantry, a new arm about 
which in the public mind considerable 
misapprehension exists. I think the de- 


| cision to form this mounted infantry out 


bad—that it must be almost impossible | of any rough-and-ready material that first 


Colonel Brookfield. 
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presented itself, and to form a nucleus | would look to with any confidence at the 
out of the rank and file of the Yeomanry | present moment to take up the present 
was a wise one; but I  consider| chaotic position of affairs. There is an 
the subsequent proceedings in raising | old proverb about swapping horses while 
this force of mounted infantry showed | crossing the stream, which has great 
either carelessness or unacquaintance with | application at the present time. When 
the subject on the part of someone. I | the war is over it will be our duty to 
note especially the fact that nearly all the | raise a very serious discussion upon the 
organisation and all the duties connected | whole of our military system. I do not 
with the enrolment have been entrusted know whether it is too sanguine to ex- 
entirely to Yeomanry officers. The true | press the hope that, out of all this 
cavalry spirit which distinguishes men | material we have seen for the first time 
like Lord Chesham, Viscount Valentia, | in the Colonial troops and the Imperial 
Lord Harris, and no doubt his Grace the | Yeomanry, who have come forward 
Duke of Marlborough is just the spirit} with such splendid spirit, it will be 
that is not wanted for mounted in-/ possible to weld some sort of homo- 
fantry, and I ask my military friends | geneous reserve for the future. At any 
who are well acquainted with this sub-| rate, the Secretary of State will have an 
ject whether it is not true that mounted | unrivalled opportunity of doing some- 
infantry is in many respects as unlike | thing of the kind if he is a man of 
cavalry as it can possibly be? The|common sense and reasonable ambition. 
horse in this case simply means loco-|I believe that whatever Government are 
motion, and the man is to become an/|in power they will find not only that 
infantry soldier when he gets to the place | vital changes are necessary, but that the 
where he is wanted. Therefore it is a; people are quite ready to take their 
matter for serious criticism that this en- | personal share in them ; and I believe that 
rolment—by no means unconnected with | this want of preparation, which cannot be 
a certain amount of jobbery—-has been | altogether denied at the present time, 
entirely entrusted to amateur cavalry may prove in the end the means of our 
officers. There have been many in- being prepared for far more serious 
cidents connected with it which are struggles that may still be before us. 
not calculated to improve the spirit and 
increase the respect of those who have 
been enrolled for our military system to ir R. T. REID (Dumfries Burghs) : 
start with--I allude more particularly to ]¢ js not my intention to follow the hon. 
the qualifications that have been exacted | sci A easilalaeis tet til eadibabeiad aid 
for shooting. I think it will hardly be Sj <a E CE peti ance ‘ 
believed that in selecting this mounted the military aspect of the present situa- 
infantry for work in the war volunteers | tion, although I think any man who loves 
who come with certificates of marksman- | his country must feel very grave mis- 
ship with the long rifle, which is what they | givings in regard to our military posi- 
will have to use against the enemy, are | tion, and considerable regret that there 
rejected because they fail to qualify with | 4 on b sR IRBS 1 
the short cavalry carbine. This is only | does me i lll lie, yp. d02 
one instance of the sort of blundering S¢?S¢ In the Government of the gravity 
which takes place every day under our | of the situation with which we are con- 
existing system. I know the House is fronted. I wish to speak upon the causes 
anxious to hear far more important | of this war and its political surroundings. 
speakers, but I should like to say before | | }elieve that the Government is respon- 
sitting down that it is possible to hold. : avleaaiiaet = aiakss 
sible, because of its recklessness, want of 


the rather strong views which I have | . ; 
. judgment, and I must also add its want of 


partly expressed and at the same time > 
straightforwardness, for one of the most 


not agree with the Opposition in their 
desire to defeat the present Government. | difficult positions in which this country has 


Tagree with many of the premisses that | found itself in the course of the last hun- 


gentlemen opposite have brought forward, qreq years, It is perfectly true that, in a 
but I disagree with their main conclusion. | _... be sis ; y ; h 
Ido not know who the particular Minister | military sense, this war has been broug . 
is whom they think the Queen and the | about by the invasion of Her Majesty's 
country and millions of our loyal colonists | dominions, and I for one do not think it 
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possible to ask that the war should be ; they think and believe they are fighting 
stopped so long as enemies occupy Her | for to-day? The First Lord of the Trea- 
Majesty's dominions. But I think we | sury in one of his speeches stated that 
ought to recognise other causes io Boers were making a bold bid for 
the war beside the proximate and imme- | empire, and that there has been existing 
diate causes. Strategically I suppose the | a conspiracy in South Africa among 
Boers were justified in what they did. | the Dutch of Cape Colony and the two 
I believe, however, that history will con- | Republics for I do not know how 
demn them for taking the initiative, be-| many years to drive the British into the 
cause so weak and absurd is the ease for | sea, and thus gratify their own ambition, 
war between two civilised nations that if | I should like to examine that statement 
Parliament had had an opportunity of | if I may, and if the House will allow me 
considering these grievances I do not | { will endeavowy to do so, What is the 
believe that Parliament would have! character of this ambitious scheme? The 
sanctioned the commencement of hostili- | Boers are not a type of people likely to 
ties. I feel myself that it is necessary for be fascinated by the glitter of military 
us to speak upon these subjects. I know | enterprise. They are not soldiers, and 
perfeetly well that the newspaper press—; they number in the Transvaal about 
part of which, | think, is very likely cor- | 30,000 men, mostly peasants and farmers. 
rupt—after spending about three months | They consist of persons between sixteen 
in attacking and vilifying everyone | and sixty years of age. That is not the 
opposed to the war, immediately before | kindof people you would ex pect to find pos- 
the opening of Parliament endeavoured | sessing a great army and anxious to found 
to make out that it would be a most un-| an empire. We have had evidences of their 
patriotic act to hold the Government | friendliness even since the Jameson raid, 
responsible. If it is merely a question of | for when we were in difficulties in 
submitting to the charge of want of | Rhodesia they offered to send a commando 
patriotism I agree with the hon. Member | for the purpose of assisting Her Majesty's 
for Plymouth in what he said some little | forces. After the Jameson raid they en- 
time ago when The Times newspaper | deavoured to prevail upon Her Majesty’s 
attacked him for being unpatriotic and | Government to cancel the Charter, and 
cowardly. But we shall have to consider | place under the stronger and firmer 

and very soon, I trust—the question of | Imperial authority the whole of the 
the settlement of this terrible war with | territory called Rhodesia. After the 
the Transvaal, and if we think that this| Hague Conference we ought not to 
war is an absolutely wanton, unpro-| forget that the Blue-books are full 
voked, and vicious attempt on the part of the most persistent and passionate 
of the two Boer Republics to break down | appeals for arbitration upon points 
the authority of Great Britain, we should of difference, appeals which cannot 
take a different view of what ought to be | but have been sincere, as they were 
the settlement in that ease from the view | constantly repeated ; and I say 
we should take if we believed, asI believe, it is idle after that to suggest, 
that Her Majesty’s Government are, in| without «a fragment of — evidence, 
the ultimate sense, responsible for this that these men have been animated by an 
war. I shouid be a coward if I did not | ambition to drive us out of South Africa. 
state openly what I believe is the real; The Free Staters were also supposed to 
cause of this war. The real cause of the | be parties to this newly-discovered con- 
war is a misunderstanding between two | spiracy. They have been our friends for 
nations, fostered by the wickedness and years, and no one has made more 
folly of two men, and supported and | strenuous efforts for peace than President 
made possible by the violence of the press | Steyn. Not only this, but when Mr. 
and by the lies which the press has been | Reitz, who is now the State Secretary of 
circulating. So far as the inhabitants of | the Transvaal, was President of the Orange 
the two South African Republics are con- | Free State not many years ago, he refused 
cerned they have been for years possessed | to accept the presidency until he had ascer- 
by the gravest suspicion of the intentions | tained that an Englishman—Sir George 
of Her Majesty’s Government towards Grey-—was unwillingto accept the position 
them. If we could penetrate what are! which would have been willingly given to 
the real innermost counsels of those who | him by those who are now supposed to be 
are our enemies, what do we suppose a conspiring State. I grant that there is 
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considerable danger of the Colonial Dutch | 


being driven into a conspiracy. But was 


there any conspiracy among them before | 


this war broke out? In 1895 they were 
willing to pay one-half the cost of the 
war waged by this country against the 
Transvaal. In 1897 Sir Alfred Milner 
wrote a despatch upon the occasion of 
Her Majesty’s Jubilee, in which he dwelt 
with emphasis upon the loyalty of the 
Dutch in Cape Colony as well as those of 
British descent, and in May, 1899, the 
right hon. Gentleman who is now First 
Lord of the Admiralty made an excel- 
lent speech, in which he pointed with 
legitimate pride and enthusiasm to the 
loyalty of the Dutch in Cape Colony, who 
were then in a majority, as they now are, 
in the Cape Parliament. I will only 
remind the House of the reasons which 
justified the First Lord of the Admiralty 
in making this statement seven months 
ago. This disloyal State made a grant of 
£30,000 a year in 1898 to support the 
Imperial Navy, and handed over Simons 
Bay for the benefit of Her Majesty’s 
forces. That sounds rather an improbable 
preface to a tale of conspiracy. There 
have been many Blue-books published in 
reference to South Africa, and there have 
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been many occasions on which we have | 


had differences about South Africa. The 
Colonial Secretary has told us that we 
have been on the verge of war four 
times within a small number of years, but 


you will not find in all the Blue-books a | ; ; 
' Majesty's Government have pursued for 


single trace of evidence or the expression 
of opinion on the part of any person cen- 
versant with South Africa contending for 
the existence of any such design, with the 
solitary exception of a most unfortunate 
and ill-advised passage in Sir Alfred 


Milner’s despatch of the 4th May, 1899. | 


More than that, there has been debate 
after debate in this House, and speech 
after speech made on critical occasions 
relating to South Africa during the 
last ten or twelve years, and there 
has never been, that I know of, a 
single public speaker, responsible or 
irresponsible, who ever dreamt of the 
existence of this conspiracy until this war 
broke out; and even those who support the 


Government feel that they are not able | 


to justify the policy which led to this war 
by taking refuge in this pitiable fable. It 


is said sometimes that the armaments of | 


the Boers are evidence of this conspiracy. 
I am not going to inflict upon the House 
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them what the figures were for the years. 
1893 to 1898, in thousands, of the expendi- 
ture by the Transvaal upon their Army. 


Sir RICHARD WEBSTER: The pub- 
lished figures ! 


Sir R. T. REID: Yes. I suppose the 
right hon. Gentleman knows the private 
figures. But what is the evidence of the 
private figures? Are we to be left to 
conjecture upon this private expenditure ? 
[have not myself the other figures, but I 
will take care that they are put before 


the House before the debate is 
finished|; but alloy me now to put 
these figures before the House: - 


In 1893 the expenditure was £17,000 : 
in 1894, £28,000; in 1895, £87,000, andi 
that was the year of the Drifts Question, 
the year of the Johannesburg revolution, 
and the year at the end of which was the 
Jameson raid. In 1896, the expenditure 
was £494,000 ; in 1897, £396,000, and in 


the first nine months of 1898 it was 
£163,000. The supposed policy of 
driving the British into the sea is 


a myth, an invention fabricated for 
the purpose of excusing the conse- 
quences of the fatal policy which Her 
the last four or five years. The Boers 
are fighting under the influence of one of 
the most powerful feelings which can 
animate human nature ; they are fighting, 
as they believe, to save their country trom 
foreign domination, and if any man 
wonders at their military success and 
their military prowess he has only to lcok 
back upon the history of Scotland, or 
Switzerland, or Holland, or the United 


States, and there he will find what 
is the true value of the stimulus of 
patriotism. My charge against the 


toverument is, that by their policy since 
their advent to office they have stimu- 
lated and inflamed the alarm and 
suspicion of the Boers. Let me try and 


examine the facts in connection with that. 


The House well knows that the Boers have 


any careful calculation, and I will only tell | always been almost fanatically jealous of 
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their independence. Their independence { House, and dishonouring to the country. 
was bestowed upon them in 1852, and | What were the circumstances? It was a 
twenty-five years afterwards their country Committee appointed after a promise 
was invaded and annexation took place in given in Her Majesty’s gracious Speech 
defiance of the Sand River Convention, in | from the Throne in 1896 that there should 
1877. It was then discovered that that be a full inquiry. When the question 
annexation had taken place, as I believe came before the Committee we all know 
it did take place, under a misapprehension | that there were telegrams which were not 
of the true desires of the inhabitants of | produced, nor was Mr. Hawkesley 
the Transvaal. Then, in 1881 and 1884 compelled to produce them. What 
their independence was restored; they was still more important, Mr. Hawkes- 
were subject to the provisions of the | ley’s cross-examination was stopped. 
Convention of 1884, but their internal | Lord Grey was not called, and Mr. Ruther- 
independence was restored. It is not to foord Harris was not called back. | 
be wondered at that after the violation | forbear from further comment upon this 
of the Sand River Convention in 1877 | Committee, because I believe if you speak 
they should be jealous and suspicious in privately to any gentleman, and if he will 
the highest degree of the intentions of the candidly tell you his thoughts, he will say 
Government of a country which after all | there is a cloud over that transaction 
was 6,000 miles away, and comparatively which ought to be cleared away. The 
little known to an ignorant population. inquiry was followed by the Colonial 
It was upon this soil that the policy of | Secretary actually making a speech in 
Her Majesty’s Government since 1895 this House at the close of the debate 
fell. What was the first thing that hap- which took place on the Report of the 
pened? Within six months of the advent | Committee, in which he said that Mr. 
to oftice of Her Majesty's present advisers | Rhodes had done nothing inconsistent 
the Jameson raid occurred. Now, there | with the conduct of a man of honour. 
is no man in this House—I do not think , This was said of Mr. Rhodes who had 
there is a man out of it -who does not | deceived his colleagues in the Ministry at 
now admit that the Jameson raid was athe Cape, who had not communicated 
wicked and contemptible act. It was to the Governor the intelligence which 
an act, the wickedness of which we it was his duty to communicate, and who 
appreciate the less—singularly enough——_ had used information and telegrams from 
because of the supposed weakness of | England for the purpose of misleading a 
the State which was invaded. If we number of young men into believing that 
could conceive 400 or 500 British they were acting with the Queen’s 
subjects actually making a raid upon authority. I am dealing with this as a 
German or French territory, and that matter that created suspicion in the minds 
Her Majesty’s Government should expect | of the people and the Government of the 
that they should escape punishment at Transvaal. It is within everybody's 
the hands of the Government whose terri- knowledge that nothing contributed so 
tory was invaded, we may be able to much to shake confidence on the part of 
imagine the effect of the outrage on the | the Transvaal Government in its dealings 
people of the Transvaal. The raid cer- | with Her Majesty’s Government as these 
tainly contributed very largely in itself | most unfortunate episodes, and for my 
to increase the suspicious temperament of part I wish to say that I believe it is the 
the Boer population. I believe every duty of this House now to take up the 
Dutchman in South Africa, and a very | broken thread of that inquiry, and, having 
large number of persons on the continent regard to the general discredit which | 
of Europe, whether rightly or wrongly, am sorry to say has been created by 
believe that the raid was organised with | those incidents upon the continent 
the complicity of the Colonial Secretary. | of Europe, as well as in this country, to 
We are not entitled to accept suspicion | pursue that inquiry to its final and ulti- 
for proof, nor are we entitled to accuse | mate conclusion. What was the next 
where our duty really is to inquire ; but | incident which contributed to the svs- 
it cannot be forgotten that this dis-| picion in the minds of the Transvaal 
graceful raid was followed by a Com- Government! It was when the right hon. 
mittee of Inquiry, which I say, in the Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, for the 
face of the House, was a scandal to the first time since the Convention of 1884, 
House of Commons, dishonouring to the | claimed in 1897 suzerainty over the 
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Transvaal. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Member for Plymouth—whose 
conduct and courage in this business will 
not soon be forgotten—has stated that 
after the communications that took place 
in 1884 it was against the national good 
faith to claim that suzerainty. I agree 
with him. I do not think anyone can 
read thosé Papers with an impartial mind 
without seeing that it was the intention 
not to maintain the suzerainty, and that 
internal self-government subject: to 
Article 4, and it may be to Article 14, of 
the Convention of 1884 was to be 
bestowed on the Transvaal. I think Sir 
Alfred Milner was perfectly right in 
saying that suzerainty was a mere 
etymological question, and that the real 
importance lay in the adherence of both 
sides to the articles of the Convention 
itself. That is true. What is claimed 
under the suzerainty? I will not say 
under the suzerainty itself, because if you 
pursue it through the Blue-books you 
will find sometimes the word “suzerainty,” 
sometimes the phrase “ position of para- 
mount power,” then an appeal to “the 
letter of the Convention,” elsewhere a state- 
ment that this, that, or the other provision 
is outside the “ spirit of the Convention.” 
It isa general, vague,intangible claim, and 
if we want to measure the degree of alarm 
that was created under it, we will have to 
follow the different claims put forward by 
the Colonial Secretary in regard to various 
acts of legislation by the Transvaal 
Government during the period generally 
from 1896 down to 1899. I do not state 
the Acts in order, but I will take them 
one by one, as it does not matter in 
what year they were passed. The 
Transvaal Government passed an Act 
against the immigration of aliens; it 
was an Act very similar to Acts 
existing in the United States and other 
countries. Her Majesty's Government 
complained of it as being contrary to the 
rights of Great Britain. Another Act 
was the Aliens Expulsion Act. Her 
Majesty’s Government protested against 
that Act also, which was one to enable 
the Government of the Transvaal to expel 
persons whose presence was against the 
interests of peace and order. Then there 
was an Act passed to enable the Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal to suppress news- 
papers. Her Majesty’s Government pro- 
tested against that. Her Majesty’s 
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Government next claimed that the dyna- 
mite monopoly—which, after all, merely 
determined the question whether dynamite 
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should be sold in Johannesburg at 85s. or 
42s.—was aninfringement of the rights 
existing between the Transvaal and Her 
Majesty’s Government. The Colonial 
Secretary furthercriticised and complained 
of the methods and incidence of taxation in 
the Transvaal, and finally he complained 
that the law as regards judges—which 
was altered, I think, in 1898—was 
contrary to justice, and contended 
that that was a matter which Her 
Majesty’s Government had a right to 
complain of. I am not going to enter 
upon a discussion of that law now, 
because I want to spare the time of the 
House. I will assume that the law of 
1898 simply repealed decisions given by 
the judges in the previous year and 
restored the condition of the law which 
had existed from the very commencement 
of the Transvaal Republic and which had 
been supported by the authority of all 
the courts there until the previous twelve 
months. I am not going to enter upon 
the merits of these laws ; I believe that 
in some instances they were illiberal and 
narrow-minded, and not such as a 
thoroughly enlightened Government 
would be likely to pass. But that is not 
the point. In the case of hardly one of 
these laws was it even suggested that 
there was any oppressive use made of 
them in fact as against British subjects. 
They were not liberal, but still they were 
within the right of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment to pass, and the position which the 
Transvaal Government took up in respect 
of them was that they were perfectly 
prepared to receive hints or friendly sug- 
gestions, but that they disputed the con- 
stitutional authority of Her Majesty’s. 
Government to insist upon the repeal of 
these laws. Now I want to ask what 
was the effect of these constant inter- 
positions upon men who were already 
perhaps legitimately suspicious of the 
intentions of Her Majesty’s Government 
in regard to their independence? When we 
claimed that we were at liberty to complain 
of laws relating to people coming into 
the country, of laws relating to their being 
expelled for violating peace and order ; 
that we had the right to interfere with 
their press laws ; that we might complain 
of such things as a dynamite monopoly, 
and that we were at liberty to criticise 
taxation, and have our criticism attended 
to, how much of local independence was 
left? Try and compare the position put 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for the Colonies with regard to 
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the Transvaal Government, with claims 
that he would make in regard to any self- 
governing colony of our own. 


the matter of education. Would he 
interfere with Canada with reference to a 
<lynamite monopoly, or education, or laws 
relating to judges? If Canada passed 
any law relating to any of these 
matters it would come hefore the Colonial 
Office, and the right hon. Gentleman 
would not object to it. The constitu- 
itional claims of the Colonial Secretary 
were so extensive that he lifted suzerainty 
to something more powerful than sover- 
cignty itself. After that, in the year 
W898, practically for the first time, the 
«laim of personal grievances on the part 
of the Uitlanders was put forward. They 
were never heard of until a comparatively 
date stage in this unhappy controversy. 
1 am perfectly agreed that if there is 
oppression of British subjects in any 


foreign State there is unquestion- 
ably a right of remonstrance and 


interference on the part of the Govern- 
ment. The constitutional ground of that 
claim is indisputable. [I do not wish to 
enter upon those grievances, but I would 
ask the House to allow me to state my 
own impressions and conclusions, after a 
very careful study of the Blue-hooks. I 
think there has heen gross exaggeration 
in the statement of those grievances and 
in the nature of the ill-usage of British 
subjects. The police, or some of them, 
were quite possibly corrupt ; they were 
rough in their usage and treatment of 
coloured British subjects, but as regards 
white British subjects there are, | think, 
wnly two cases mentioned in the Blue- 
books. One was the case of Mrs. 
Applebee, who was brutally murdered. 
It was not suggested that she was 
murdered by the police ; the only fault of 
the police was that they could not dis- 
cover the culprit. The other was the 
notorious case of Mr, Edgar. I know 
ithat this subject has been already dis- 
cussed in the House, and I can only say, 
after having studied the evidence, that so 
far as a man can judge of evidence who 
‘has not heard it given, the choice of the 
jury in that case was between a verdict of 
manslaughter and a verdict of acquittal. 
If a verdict of manslaughter had been 
given, and three months imprisonment 
had been inflicted, it would have been a 
finding warranted by the evidence, but | 
must say also that the finding arrived at 
‘by the jury was warranted by the 
Nir RB. T. Daid, 
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I might | 
add that he also claimed to interfere in | 
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‘evidence. There was one meeting broken 
up; it was a disgraceful case, and as far 
as one can judge it was connived at by 
some of the minor officials of the Trans- 
vaal Government and by the police. No 
one was seriously injured, however, and 
it must be observed that scores of meet- 
ings were held after that without the 
slightest interference. That case, there- 
fore, must he regarded as an isolated one, 
A matter in which decided and strong 
representations would naturally be made 
was the case of the employment of wyats 
provocutenrs in the prosecution of two or 
three men in Johannesburg, against 
whom, however, the charge was not pro- 
ceeded with, although [ think the pro- 
ceedings were very bad, and the practice 
was, of course, scandalous. I must leave 
hon. Gentlemen who have read the Papers 
to form their own opinions upon these 
cases, but I must say that the violence of 
the denunciations that were indulged in 
by the press in the autumn of last year 
for the purpose of inflaming the people of 
this country into sympathy with the sup- 
posed oppression of their fellow-subjects 
in Johannesburg, to my mind redounded 
to the dishononr of the journals which 
stooped to it. Now let me say a few 
words with regard to the last stage of the 
proceedings. There was a Conference at 
Bloemfontein at which President Kruger 
earnestly pressed that all subjects of differ- 
ence between Her Majesty's Government 
and his Government should be entered 
upon. That was refused. It was refused, 
rightly or wrongly, as a matter of policy ; 
[do not wish to express an opinion on 
the matter, but it was considered that 
until the franchise question was settled it 
was unnecessary or useless to enter upon 
these other considerations. = It is un- 
necessary for me to enter upon 
that now. It has been discussed by the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth, 
and also by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bodmin, and 
the House is in full possession of 
all that can be said on the subject. 
In the month of August, 1899, the 
Colonial Secretary and the Transvaal 
Government were very close together. 
Indeed, it was only a misunderstanding 
apparently on the part of the Transvaal 
Government of the terms and intentions 
of a dispatch of the right hon. Gentleman 
which prevented an accommodation being 
arrived at. But all this time Her 
Majesty’s Government proceeded to pour 
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troops into the country ; and while I do 
not at all think myself that there was any 
moral justification for the conduct of the 


Boer Government in commencing the war | 
for I believe that if Parliament had been 


allowed to meet there would have been 
no war—still, what can you say of the 
wisdom and the statesmanship of those 
who on the one hand were carrying on 


negotiations for a franchise settlement, and | 


who knew well that they were within 
arm’s length of one another, and who at the 
same time were arousing the natural 
suspicions under the circumstances of the 
Transvaal Government by pouring troops 
into South Africa! [ know that blame 
had been laid by some speakers upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for not sup- 
plying enough money to send sufficient 
troops to South Africa. All I ean say is 
that I most heartily wish that the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer had been able, by 
withholding the money, to prevent the 
sending out of a single soldier, because I 
am convinced that had it not been for the 


sending of these troops into South Africa 


peace would have been preserved. It 
was the fatal persuasion of the Govern- 
ment that the policy of menace and 
brag would succeed, that was the 
real cause which led to the deplorable 
position in which we now find ourselves. 
And what are the consequences? Some 
of the consequences which are apparent 
are, the enormous expenditure of money, 
the serious danger of complications 
abroad, and the loss of thousands of lives 
of brave men on both sides, all of whom 
have perished needlessly and uselessly, 


for their death will heal no feud nor 
advance any cause of humanity. And 
what is to be the further prospect ! The 


First Lord of the Treasury told us 
yesterday, in perfectly explicit language, 
that it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment. to carry on this war until the 
complete supremacy of Her Majesty was 
established all over South Africa ; that 
is, until you have effected the complete 
subjugation of the Boers, and deprived 
them of their independence. Well, there 
has been a good deal of miscalculation 
already. There has been miscalculation 
in regard to military preparations. There 
has been still graver miscalculation in 
regard to political negotiations. I wonder 
whether that policy, to begin with, is 
practicable. Of course I suppose that with 
the enormous resources of this country 
it may be possible at some cost to do it 
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just as, in the same way, if you throw 
a guinea into water twenty fathoms deep 
it may be possible to recover it by 
applying all the resources of civilisation. 
But what is the cost? The cost in men 
would be enormous in a country like 
that, at a vast distance from your base. 
I cannot help thinking that some little 
reflection may well be indulged in 
before endorsing a policy of that kind 
from a practical point of view. We 
are not the only country in Europe, 
and we have not got too many friends on 
the continent of Europe. I do not sup- 
pose that there are many nations who 
would look with sympathy or favour 
upon the endeavour to annihilate the in- 
dependence of these two numerically 
small States. And what would follow ? 
The war must necessarily mean, if it 
has been successful, the destruction of 
about one-half of the male adult 
population. Does anybody suppose that 
that is caleulated to draw nearer the 
bonds of affection between ourselves 
and the survivors of the population, or 
between us and the subjects of the State?! 
It would require an enormous standing 
army for an indefinite number of years. 
Lastly, [ should oppose such a_ policy 
upon the old-fashioned view that it would 
be an unjust policy. This situation in 
which we find ourselves is the first fruits 
of the new Imperialism. If’ Imperialism 
means sober pride in the great Empire 
we control, a most earnest desire to knit 
together in the bonds of friendship the 
various populations that belong to it, 
a firm determination to preserve the 
integrity of our Empire at all costs, and 
the using of the means of advancing 
civilisation among all kinds and condi- 
tions of men -then there is no one more 
of an Imperialist than I am. But if it 
means departing from the old and 
honoured tradition of this country to 
respect the freedom of other nations, 
even if they be small nations, and 
to advance rather than to retard liberty 
which from the most recent develop- 
ments | am afraid is its true and sig- 
nificant meaning — then it is the duty 
of every honest citizen of this country to 
destroy that spirit, because otherwise 
that spirit is certain to destroy us. 


*THe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS(Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The hon. and learned 
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Member, the conclusion of whose speech 
has been received with loud cheers on the 
opposite side of the House, commenced 
with a statement that there was no 


adequate sense on the part of the Govern- , 


ment of the gravity of the situation in 
which we now stand. 


member of the House of Commons not 
blinded by partisanship that that speech 
showed an absolute divergence from the 
Amendment he was about to vote for, and 
that he, at any rate, had no sense whatever 
of the gravity of the situation, or of the 
duty which he owes to his own conscience 
as a Member of this House. 
be more illogical, more immoral than 


for a Member to make a speech from | 
which you gather that every step that has , 
led to this war has been an unjust step, | 


that the operations of the war are unjust 


operations, and then for him to go into. 


the lobby and vote for this Amendment, 


which complains that the Government | 


have been too backward in their prepara- 
tions for the war ? 


again that his objection to the Govern- 
ment was not that they had been wanting 
in foresight in their preparations against 
the South African Republic, but that 
they had gone to war at all. When we 
came here yesterday the whole country 
was looking to the Opposition for a states- 
manlike exposition of their policy and of 
the policy which they wished the Govern- 
ment to pursue. The hon. and learned 
Member has told the Government what 
their policy should be, but he is now 
going to vote against us because 
our policy has not been the opposite. 


He has indicted the Government on one | 
side, but what was the speech of the noble | 
Lord who introduced the Amendment ? | 


That speech was a long apology for the 

War Office and a declaration, in behalf of 

the preparations for the war, that the 

War Office had not been backward. 

What was his indictment? It was that 

had there been a little less suspicion on 
Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS! 


But as the hon. | 
and learned Gentleman proceeded with | 
his speech it became apparent to every 


What could | 


The hon. and learned | 
Member had shown us over and over | 
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, the part of the Transvaal authorities, we 
might have been able to produce some 
| result, although he did not go so far as 
| to say that it would have been such as 
to prevent the war. Important as is 
| this debate, it has not risen to the level 
which the country desires, because hon. 
Gentlemen opposite have simply devised 
a formula of opinion which enables them 
to vote together, though they held 
| absolutely divergent opinions upon every 
point of policy. The noble Lord, who 
comes of a stock which has produced a 
| good many politicians and some states- 
men, spent a considerable time last night 
in justifying his position as a member of 
the Opposition which indicted the 
Government by digging from past 
records to prove from the attitude of 
other statesmen that it was correct to 
indict the Government. It may be 
statesmanlike to indict the Government 
when you have a policy to substitute, but 
to indict the Government on a long review 
of past events, on tags of speeches, and 
tale-ends of quotations from Blue Books 
when you have no alternative policy 
to propose, and never have had any, is 
not a course that rises at the present crisis 
to the expectations of the country. It is 
a course that is neither statesman- 
like nor politic. The resolution 
before the House, if it means anything, 
means the fall of the Government. 
I do not complain in the slightest degree 
that the Opposition for party reasons 
think it desirable to bring forward such a 
“motion, but when you look at it from the 
point of view of the country we come to 
a rather different conclusion. The noble 
Lord, in the absence of the First Lord of 
the Treasury, objected to some remarks 
which fell from him about the conduct of 
the Opposition, and said it would be 
necessary to remind him of the events in 
this House from 1882 to 1885. If my 
| right hon. friend the First Lord will not 
| take up the challenge of the noble Lord 
| opposite, I will. It is quite true that the 
| Opposition in those years harassed the 
Government of that day, and put the 
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House to the trouble of continual divisions 
on votes of censure until they had accom- 
plished the fall of the Government. — But 
we did) so in pursuance of a definite 
policy. We knew that the Government 
was divided as to the policy which 
had been pursued: we knew that our 
interests in Egypt and in Europe were 
suffering in consequence. We knew that 
the operations of one of the 
Government and then of another were 


section 


losing us confidence and success, and so 
we determined to bring about the fall of 
that Government, and we succeeded. 
That was a true policy, and the Opposi- 
tion of that day only did what was 
expected of them as an Opposition. If 
the present Opposition succeed — in 
overthrowing the Government what 


policy are they going to adopt ! 
They can only” by — that 
effect either of two objects 


weaken the Government, or they may 


measure 
they may 


overthrow it. But is the Government 
divided, or is the Opposition at one ! 
The country cares nothing for who sits 
ow these benches, or on those benches. 
What the country cares for is, that we 
should pursne this war vigorously to a 
conclusion. Now the question is, who 
can do it best, the Government or the 
Opposition! The Government are at one. 
Allthe speeches which have been made have 
not shown any divergence of view between 
Government, — But 
Have they 


members of — the 
where are the Opposition ! 


got a majority ! or how are they going | 


to get it? They must drag into the 


lobby all the gentlemen who have made | 


speeches throughout the country saying 
they disapproved of the war: all those 
gentlemen who object that the preparations 
for the war have not been sufficient ; all 
those who openly say they sympathise 
with the They must drag in 
gentlemen like the right hon, Member for 
Montrose, who told the country not long 
ago that the whole ditferences between 
the Transvaal Government and the Uit- 
landers were not worth the bones of one 
Scotsman; they inust drag in also the 
Leader of the Opposition himself, who 
| FouRTH SERIES. | 


Boers. 
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indulged last night in studied ambiguities, 
and who in this matter sat upon the fence 
until he was tumbled over, by force majeure, 
upon the right side. They must drag in 
also all those Members like the hon. Mem- 
ber for Berwick Division, the right hon. 
Member for East Fife, the hon. Member 
for Haddington, who have all made it per- 
fectly clear in their speeehes in the 
country that there is no fault with the 
Government or in the negotiations, so 
much as in the fact that under no cireum- 
stances whatever did President Kruger 
intend to give to the Uitlanders that 
which any British Government would be 
forced to demand for them. 
going to be the parties who will find 
themselves in the lobby together. On 
what principle do they suppose that they 
will be supported by the people of this 
want 


These are 


country, who a more vigorous 
policy if it can be obtained, and a more 
consistent diplomacy if it can be found ! 
| hope before Lhave done [I shall succeed 
in proving to the House that the Govern- 
ment have some higher grounds for 
expecting a vote of confidence than was 
stated in Opposition, But if I had not, | 
could attord to quote the argument attri 
buted to Charles [Lin relation to James IL, 
who said ** they would never get rid of me 
in order to exalt you.” I should like to 
say that in the whole of this controversy 
the point which I deprecate most is that 
this great question should be made solely 
the subject of party attack. The real 
question which lies before us is not a 
question of party recrimination at all. 
The real question is, was the Government 
justified in espousing the grievances of 
the Uitlanders, and, if so, was there any 
means, by diplomacy or otherwise, by 
which we could have obtained substantial 
redress without going to war! The 
Opposition complain of our want of fore- 
sight in this matter, but the speeches 
they have made show a curious want of 
backsight on their part. This Amend- 
ment has been carefully drawn by a skil- 
ful Parliamentary hand on a question of 
time, but it bas not been equally sedu- 
lously drawn in regard to questions of 
H Necoud They, 
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policy. If you look back you find that 
the grievances of the Uitlanders began 
before we came into office, and that the 
suspicions of the Transvaal Government 
were roused present 
Government came into power. The hon. 


long before the 


and learned Gentleman the Member for | 


Dumfries Burghs told us that the griev- 
ances were immensely exaggerated. I do 
not think it is possible to treat these 
grievances as the hon, and learned Geritle- 
man treated them. What these 
These Uitlanders had no 


were 
grievances ! 
municipal government, no police protec- 
tion, no organised maintenance of order ; 


they had no even-handed administration, | 


no Parliamentary representation. — It is 
quite true that though they were a 
majority of the population in number, 
they had no power or voice in the State : 
they paid nine-tenths of the taxation, and 
they had nothing to do with the govern- 
ing body. But that was not all. If that 
had oceurred to British subjects in other 
parts of the world, it may be that the 
hon. and learned Member and those who 
think with justified in 
hinting that 

heen met by 
had Conventions with the 
We had agreements. [ will not go so far as 


him might he 
their case might have 
Well, we 


Transvaal. 


Convention. 


to say how many of the grievances could 
he put down to breaches, and how many 
to evasions, of the agreements. There 
were the granting of monopolies, the war 
tax, the discrimination in other taxation, 
etc. The whole spirit of the agreements 
was violated, a spirit of oppression was 
shown, and a spirit of opposition was 
roused, and it was almost impossible for 
any Government to avoid being drawn 
into the controversy. Very much has 
heen said as to the opinion which Europe 
holds in regard to this matter. But | 
venture to remind the House that that 
was not the opinion before the war; that 
was not the verdict of the European 
press, when, before the war, the question 
was not merely one of the success of the 
British arms, but of justice to mem- 
bers of other nationalities who 
under oppression. <A 


Mr. Brodrick. 


were 
quotation has 


'\COMMONS} 
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been made in this House from an 
Austrian newspaper, the Pester Lloyd. In 
July last it said, “ No Great Power can 


tolerate such treatment of its subjects as 


British subjects endure in the Transvaal,” 


and that “if England does so her pre- 


dominance in South Afriea would he 
destroyed.” 
Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 


(Wiltshire, Cricklade): The right hon, 
Gentleman quotes from the Lester Lloyd. 
Does he mean to say that that is an 
Austrian paper? = [It is an Hungarian 
paper. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: This country is 
Great Britain and Ireland, but [ do not 
take the trouble every time [ speak of 
Great Britain to mention [reland. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
The relations between Great Britain and 
Ireland are very different to those between 
Austria and Hungary. 


“Mr. BRODRICK : As the noble Lord 
is a purist, | would study to follow him 
in future, but TP think his interruption 
on this trifling question is a measure 
of the breadth of view he takes on the 
whole South African subject. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: | 
ouly wished to point out that it is not fair to 
quote the Lester Lloy! as illustrating 
Austrian opinion, because Austrian and 
Hungarian opinion on this matter has 
shown the widest divergence. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: So it may; but 
what 1 
Members opposite should not judge by 


want to say is, that hon. 


the tone now shown in the press of 
what was the 


Europe, and the 


Kurope opinion — of 
the Governments of 
opinion of the press of Europe, 
hefore the war was declared, with regard 
to the grievances of the Uitlanders. 
On that point we have obtained no 
guidance whatever. It is quite true that 
the hon. and learned Member, like thie 
hon. Member for Poplar who spoke before 
him, illustrated his arguments by a good 
many suggestions, some of which | do 
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| *Mr. BRODRICK: Then I join the 


| hon. Gentleman in the same category as 


not think the Government will accept. 
The hon. and learned Member quoted 
figures showing that £1,186,000 was the 


expenditure of the Transvaal on their | 


military services. That, no doubt, was 
intended to prove how innocent President 
Kruger was of any idea of offence against 
this country, how absolutely the Trans- 
vaal was set on home defence, and how 
unjustified we should have been in under- 
taking these preparations for war upon 
which he is going into the lobby to vote. 
There would have heen some point in the 
observation before the war began, but 
every one who has any knowledge of 
figures knows now that the sum quoted 
would not produce a half, a third, or a 
quarter of the munitions of war which the 
Transvaal Government had put into the 
field. The true sum which the Transvaal 
has been spending has not been stated, 
because the Boers knew that if it had 
heen stated correctly their <lesigns would 
have been unmasked, and the Transvaal 
has been smuggling in munitions of war 
so as to gull this country into fancied 
security. That being so, T wonder the 
hon. and learned Member has thought it 
worth his while to put these figures before 
the House. Has he been altogether 
blind to our casualties? Has not 
he read of the positions held against 
British troops! When he tells us 
that all the statements about Kruger 
are a myth, then I am bound to retort 
that these figures taken alone are an 
imposture. In the same way I cannot 
help referring to certain aguments 
addressed to us by the hon. Member for 
Poplar. The hon. Member for Poplar 
told us that the raid would never have 
oceurred if it had not been for the advent 
of this Government into power, and their 
having remained in office. The hon. Gentle- 
man’s argument was that there was a 
strip of Bechuanaland which we had 
granted to the Chartered Company, and 
that that strip the Chartered Company 
made their jumping-off point. It was a 
subtle but inconclusive argument. — If 
there was an obligation to hand this strip 
of territory over to the Chartered Com- 
pany, it had to be handed over according 
to the obligation incurred. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: We were 
bound to do so in time, but not at that 
time. 
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the noble Lord who tries to carry out his 
duty in a great national crisis by using 
similar arguments. No one on this side 
of the House defends the raid. No one 
has lost more by the raid than the Govern- 
ment, and no one feels more than the 
Government how much it has handicapped 
us in our negotiations. It has handi- 
capped us not because the suspicions 
engendered made it impossible for the 
Transvaal Government to believe in the 
integrity of British statesmen, but  be- 
cause it occurred at a moment when 
President Kruger had almost reached the 
end of the endurance of his own burghers 
in the unreasonableness of the treatment 
of the Uitlanders. If for a few months 
more the system of terrorising by means 
of an oligarchical Government over a 
great body of men paying nearly the 
whole of the expenses of government 
of the country had been allowed to con- 
tinue, there were many evidences to show 
that even the burghers were ready to go 
further in concession than their President 
has lately been. If that system had 
endured for a short time longer, and if 
the catastrophe had not been precipitated 
by these misguided men, that which 
happened in all civilised States sooner or 
later must have come about, where one 
man insisted upon pursuing an unreason- 
able policy against the wishes of those 
around him. You are ready enough to 
attribute it to the blunders of the Colonial 
Secretary, but not one of you will stand 
bail that the President of the Transvaal 
wouldever have acted reasonably of hisown 
free will towards the Uitlander. So long as 
that man is there, nothing will be done, 
and it is idle for hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to get up and tell us there was no objec- 
tion to giving freedom to the Uitlanders. 
[ deeply regretted to hear the reference 
of the hon. and learned Member to the 
proceedings of a Committee of the House. 
Though | have been a Member of the 
House for twenty years, I have never 
heard an hon. Member before dare to tell 
the House that the proceedings of its 
own Committee were dishonouring to it. 


An Hon. Member: It is quite time, 
too. 


*Mr BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
said there was a cloud over that Com- 
mittee. 


Second Day. 
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AN Hon. MEMBER: 
correspondence. 


*\MIrn. BRODRICK : It was a Committee 


whieh included the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, who voted for a practically unani- | 


mous Report, the late Leader of the 


Opposition, the hon. Member for Poplar, | 


the hon, Member for the Rusheliffe 
Division of Nottingham, and other Mem- 
hers of the Liberal party, and yet the 
hon. Member is going into the lobby in 
common cause with those hon, Gentlemen 
against the Government. with the declara- 
tion that the proceedings of that Com- 
mittee were dishonouring to the House of 
Commons. | think that the speech of 


the hon. Member was not only an illogical , 
speech, buta highly immoral speech. It | 
‘the Government 


is said that there were ulterior motives 
behind, that Members on the 
ment side had something to conceal. 
That suggestion has often been disproved 
in this House before. If the suggestion 
is to be made it would be much better 
if it were openly made. Hon. Members 
have preserved an amusing silence with 
regard to their indictment of the Govern- 
ment for their want of military prepara- 
tions. That will be dealt with at more 
length by the representative of the War 
Oftice. Up to this moment we have not 
heard what it is they aceuse the Govern- 
ment of. The reference has been dragged 
into the end of the resolution to catch the 
votes of a few stray Members on their 
own side, like the hon. Member for South 
Shields, but if a suggestion of this kind 
is to be made, it should be supported by 
facts. The only suggestion which we 
have had is that the Council for National 
Defence has been established for the 
purpose of overruling the decision of the 
Secretary of State. 
that the establishment of a Cabinet Com- 
mittee was for the purpose of overruling 
the particular office which might be en- 
waged in certain work. [ look upon the 
establishment of a body which will 
connect all the numerous departments 
which must be welded together on ques- 
tions of national defence---the War Office, 
the Admiralty, the Treasury, the Colonial 
and Foreign Oftices-—as a most important 
step in our military organisation. Tt lies 


with the right hon. Gentleman to show 
how that council could have interfered 
with the furtherance of the military 
operations. 





‘COMMONS! 


Produce — the | 


Govern- | 


! never heard before . 


| imported arms from 
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Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN; 


, We do not know anything about it. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : It would have been 
better, then, if, like other fishing sug. 
gestions of the right hon. Gentleman, the 
If the 


right hon. Gentleman is so anxious to 
‘water down the responsibility of the 
Secretary of State, it may be necessary 
some day to show the House how far the 
right hon, Gentleman, when in’ power, 
appreciated that responsibility. Tf the 
right hon. Gentleman challenges me, | 
will take up the challenge. My respect 
for the night hon. Gentleman as a 
man is very great, but it will not 
prevent me from dwelling somewhat on 
his acts as a Minister. The case of 
with regard to the 
whole question is this; we are accused of 
errors and of vacillation. The errors have 
to some extent been pointed out, but no 
one has even suggested where the vacilla- 
tion has occurred. ’ The case of the 
Government is that, having recognised 
the grievances of the Uitlanders, we have 
striven to obtain redress for those 
grievances in whatever form might be 
most acceptable to the authorities of the 
Transvaal. If the Transvaal were willing 
to make concessions, well and good. If 
they were willing to give any form of 
franchise which would give effective 
representation to the Uitlanders, her 
Majesty's Government were ready to 
accept that. No man on the Opposition 


| vemark had not been thrown out. 


‘side of the House can complain that the 


Government have been unduly rapid in 
their operations. From the timeof the raid 
to the time of the declaration of the war 
is a period of nearly four years. During 
that period every effort has been made 
to induce the Transvaal Government to 
meet the grievances, but all efforts failed. 
Would hon. Members opposite then have 


shut up the book, have admitted their 


failure, and gone no further? Would 
they, knowing the enormous preparations 
of the ‘Transvaal, have taken no steps to 
defend the colonies! ‘The noble Lord 
complained of the Foreign Office not 
issuing an edict to forbid the export of 
arms in une of last vear. Such an edict 
would have been as direct a provocation 
to the Transvaal as the sending of troops, 
and would have been quite ineffective 
for its purpose, because they could have 
elsewhere. The 
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right hon. Gentleman opposite said that 
this was the very time for effective criti- 
cism. The criticism might he effective 
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| Motion made, and question ‘That the 
debate be adjourned till to-morrow ” (Sir 
| Churles Dilke) put, and agreed to. 


from a party standpoint ; but it is doubt- | 


ful whether this frontal attack is the ' 


wisest strategy for right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. It is difficult to see how this 


criticism can be effective from a patriotic | 
Not one word has been said | 


standpoint. 
to assist the Government in regard to the 
problems which they have to decide in 
the future. There is only one direction 
in Which this Amendment can be effective 
--it will be a direet solace and encourage- 
ment to the Boers. The essence of the 
Amendment is that the Government has 
blundered into war. Those who hold 
that opinion must hold the Government 
guilty of the war; and that gives the 
clearest evidence to those arrayed against 
us in the field that they itis who are to 
be regarded as the injured persons. 
That is the evidence for which the Boers 
have been waiting and praying for months. 
They look for evidence of the cleavage of 
parties in this country---of a cleavage of 
opinion which may result in our aban- 
donment of the war, or, if it is. still 
pursued, which will result in’ their 
obtaining terms such as the Government 
have now no intention of granting. 
I do not believe that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite represent the feeling of the 
country in establishing this cleavage in 
the House of Commons, and I believe 
that the country will resent the immense 
difficulty which has been created by this 
action for our soldiers in the field. I 
know that there are men opposite who 
are not thinking of party considerations ; 
aud | know that there are behind the 
Treasury bench a large body of men 
determined that the Government shall not 
fail inany duty which a patriotic English- 
man would wish to be fulfilled. Although 
someot my hon, friends may have misgivings 
as to a part of the military operations of the 
past, and are determined that by every 
means at their disposal the Government 
shall be kept up to the mark, they will 
not accept an Amendment which must 
condemn the efforts made by the Govern- 
ment on behalf of British subjects in the 


Transvaal, which must stultify the pre- | 
vious decisions of the House, and which | 


must also bitterly hamper the Govern- 
ment in the vigorous prosecution of the 
campaign, 


Motion made, and question proposed— 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 


(Mr. 1. J. Balfour.) 


Sm J. KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton): A vote of censure on the 
Government bas been moved under unpre- 
cedented circumstances ; but the object, | 
take it, of this House ought to be to show 
ourselves united before the world. Every 
speech that has heen made, and every 
hour the debate goes on, prevents us 
‘being united. We want some hearty words 
to cheer up our countrymen and _ soldiers 
at the front, and that is not possible 
while the debate continues. I wish to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will not, after consultation 
with the Leader of the Opposition, 
endeavour to bring this debate to a close, 
on Friday night at all events, so that the 
House may go on to the questions of the 
defence of the country and the Govern- 
ment may state the course they intend to 


take. 


*Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | 
shire, Eifion) : Allow me to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that 
this Amendment raises a question which 
has not been adequately debated on any 
When the justification 
for the war was last discussed the First 
Lord of the Treasury moved the closure 
within four hours after the defence 
of the Government had heen stated by 
the Colonial Secretary. With regard 
to the division in this House, there is a 
division in the House and country, and 
no appeal the right hon, Gentleman may 
make to close that discussion will keep 
me silent. All shall be made known to 
the world, and I protest against any 
attempt heing made to stifle the debate. 
How does it touch military operations? 
Do you think the Boers fight simply be- 
cause we talk here? It will not affect them 


previous occasion. 


| in the slightest degree, or the courage of 


Second Day. 
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our soldiers, and the military operations 
will go on whether we talk or not. 


‘COMMONS: 
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Opposition that they should curtail 


_ discussion on a formal vote of censure on 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | concur with | 


my hon. friend that probably in the crisis | 


or condition of affairs in which the country 
finds itself it takes very little interest 
in the threshing out of old controversies 
and in the telling again of twice-told tales. 


But when he asks me to bring this 
debate to a clese, | must point out that 
an vote of censure has been moved with 


all the formalities which could attend 
such an operation. It has been moved 
bv a Member’ who sits” on the 


Front Opposition Bench, with the full 
concurrence and in harmony with the 
Leader of the Opposition. On the result 
of the motion must depend the fate of the 
Fovernment ; and it would be quite 
contrary to all the traditions of this House 
if we were to stifle so important a 
Parliamentary interest, or to interfere 
with the privileges which the Opposition 
undoubtedly possess in this matter. It is 
for them to consider how far this debate 
ought to be prolonged, and how far ‘the 
advantage of the House and of the 
country will be served by a prolongation 
. of the debate. From every point of view 
I am desirous that the debate the 
should conclude, because the 
House has been brought together, 
at an inconveniently early date, in 
order to deal with important financial 
business. The sooner we get, to that 
business and the sooner the Government 
are able to make the statement for which 


on 


Address 


the country is looking as regards our 
general military position, the better the 
Government will be pleased. But it is 
impossible for me to suggest to the 


which, after all, the existence of the 
Government depends. That by all party 
tradition must rest, and ought to rest, 
with the House itself, and not with the 


| Leader of the House. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Perhaps I ought to say a few words in 
following up what the right hon. Gentle 
man has said, whose perfect correctness or 
correctitude of tone in the matter has 
been recognised on all sides of the House. 
I can quite understand my hon. friend 
opposite desiring that the debate should 
come to a speedy conclusion. He would 
not have raised the debate himself, and he 
does not agree with the opinions of those 
who have raised it. But I can assure him 
that this isa matter which large bodies 
of men in the country desire to see fully 
threshed out in debate. That is also 
the desire of a large number of Members 
on this side of the House; and with every 
desire to make reasonable progress with the 
etlective business of the session, [ am 
afraid it is quite impossible to look for- 
ward to the early cessation of the debate. 
I know as a fact that there are a large 
number of gentlemen behind me who 
desire to take part in the debate and 
who have been looking forward to it for 
some time, and I cannot give any hope 
of satisfaction to the ardent expression 
of the desire of the hon. Gentleman. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


House adjourned at half-past 
Five of the clock, 
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LORDS. 


Thursday, 1st February, 1900. 


REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR 
IRELAND. 
VISCOUNT CLIFDEN. 
Petition of Thomas Charles Agar 


Robartes, Viscount Clifden, claiming a 
right to vote at the elections of Represen- 
tative Peers for Ireland; read, and 
referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the 
House. 


slember. 


EARL OF MEXBOROUGH. 
Petition of John Horatio, Earl of 
Mexborough, claiming a right to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord 
Chancellor to consider and report there- 
upon to the House. 


revision by the 


he tnelicates 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


1 Spec 


& ARMY (YEOMANRY). 


Yeomanry Training Return, 1899. 


= ACCIDENTS TO RAILWAY SERVANTS 
3 (ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Report of the Royal Commission 
S appointed to inquire into the causes of the 
¥ accidents, fatal and non-fatal, to servants 
of railway companies and of truck owners. 
Part 2. Minutes of evidence and appen- 
dices, 


[IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Asterisk C*) 


I. (Proceedings.) Return for month 
of November, 1899. 

II. (Judicial Rents.) Return for 
month of June, 1899. 


<Tn 


the 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
Return for the quarter ended 31st | 


December, 1899. 
| 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). i 
Return of evictions in Ireland for the | 
quarter ended 31st December, 1899. 


VOL. LXXVIII. 


[FOURTH SERIEs. } 
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, LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 

Return of the number of eviction 


notices filed during the quarter ended 
| 3lst December, 1899. 


TRADE REPORTS (1900). 
Annual Series, No. 2377. China 
| (Hangchow). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


1890. 
7th 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 
I. Orders in Council, dated 
October, 1899— 

1. “The East African 
Council, 1899.” 

2. “The Somaliland 
Council, 1899.” 

3. Order in Council for the ciscon- 
tinuance, as regards all such 
matters and cases as come 
within the jurisdiction of the 
Japanese Courts, of the operation 
of the Orders in Council regu- 
lating Her Majesty’s Consular 
jurisdiction in Japan as from 
4th August, 1899. 

II. Orders in Council, 
December, 1899 

1. “The Lagos Protectorate Order 
in Council, 1899.” 

2. “The Northern Nigeria Order in 
Council, 1899.” 

3. “The Southern Nigeria Order in 
Council, 1899.” 

Ill. Order in Council, 
January, 1900— 

“The Somali and Brunei (Repeal) 

Order in Council, 1900.” 


Order in 


Order = in 


dated 27th 


dated 11th 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

I. Order in Council, dated 7th 
October, 1899, approving certain 
pilotage byelaws, made by the 
Cork Harbour Commissioners. 

II. Orders in Council, dated 28th 
November, 1899—(1) extending 
the provisions of section 444 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894 (Load Line) to India; (2) 
approving certain byelaws made 
bythe Swansea Harbour Trustees; 
(3) approving certain pilotage 
byelaws made by the Barry 
Pilotage Board. 
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Ill. Orders in Council, dated 27th 
December, 1899—(1) approving 
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/houses of their inspection of local light- 


houses, buoys, and beacons. 


certain pilotage byelaws made by | 


the Belfast Harbour Commission- 
ers ; (2) applying certain pilotage 
hyelaws made by the Corporation 
of Trinity House. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Orderin Council, dated 28th November, 
1899, postponing the operation of the 
Land ‘Transfer Order in Council of 18th 
July, 1898, in certain portions of the 
county of London. 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 185s. 

Order in Council, dated 28th Novem- 
her, 1899, approving a statement of new 
and revised appointments, alterations of 
salaries, and abolition of appointment in 
the establishment of the Secretary of 
State for India in Council. 


JUDICATURE 
1877. 


SUPREME COURT OF 
ACT (IRELAND), 

Orders in Council 

I. Giving effect to Rules of Court 
(Bankruptey) ; 

[l. Amending Order of 25th February, 
1885, rearranging the circuits 
in Ireland ; 

III. Giving effect to Rules of Gourt 
under the Local Government 
(Applications of | Enactments) 
Order, 1898. 


WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND). 

Four Orders in Couneil, dated Ist 
November, 1899, for holding winter 
assizes in Ireland. 


2 


INEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES AS TO 
MANAGEMENT). 

Regulations and Orders made with the 
approval of the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, for the domestic 
management of the Buntingford House 
Retreat, Hertfordshire, licensed as a re 
treat under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 
1899. 


LIGHTHOUSES, &c. (LOCAL INSPEC- 
TIONS.) 


Reports to Board of Trade by the 


Trinity House of Deptford Strond and | 


the Commissioners of Northern Light- 





BANK OF ENGLAND. 
I. Annual Accounts of Exchequer Bills 
and other Government. securities 


purchased. 
II. Return of the amount of notes 
issued more than forty years 


which have not been presented 
for payment, and which have 
been written off from the total 
amount of notes issued from the 
Issue Department of the Bank of 
England. 


CHURCH TEMPORALITIES (IRELAND). 


Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General upon the account of the Irish 
Land Commission in respect of Church 
Temporalities in Ireland, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1899; together with 
the Account for the above period, and 
that from 26th July, 1869 (the date of 
the Irish Church Act) to 31st March, 
1899. 


BUILDING SOCIETIES. 

Fifth Annual Report by the Chief 
Registrar of Friendly Societies of the 
proceedings of the Registrars under the 
Building Societies Acts. 


SUPERANNUATION, 

Treasury Minute, dated 21st November, 
1899, granting a reduced retired allow- 
ance to Mr. Patrick Quinlivan, excise 
officer, Dublin Collection, in the service 
of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
under Section 2 of the Superannuation 
Act, 1887. 


DUCHY OF CORNWALL. 
Account of receipts and disbursements 
for the year ended 31st December, 1899. 


GREEK LOAN. 
Annual Account for 1899. 


SARDINIAN LOAN. 
Annual Account for 1899, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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LORD SALISBURY AND THE TREA- 
SURY.—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Lord Salishury.— 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp 
SECRETARY or STATE ror FOR-' 
EIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of. 


SALISBURY): My Lords, on Tuesday 
evening I, in answer to the noble Earl, 
expressed some epiniens as to the com- 


parative position of ourselves and foreign | 


countries for the purpose of carrying on 
war, and pointed out seme matters in 
which I thought there was room for 
amendment ; and among others I men- 
tioned the Treasury. What I said was 
that “‘ by the exercise of the power of the 


purse it claims a voice in all decisions of | 
administrative authority and policy,” and . 


that I thought “that much delay and 
many doubtful resolutions had been the 
result of the peculiar position which 
through many generations the Treasury 
has occupied.” I was very careful te 
point out that [ was not in the least 
degree intending any application of these 
views to the action of the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. It would have 
heen very unjust if I had, because my 
right hon. friend has been singularly 
careful and considerate in the exercise 
of the powers of the Treasury during the 
crisis of the last few months. | 
say here, and I said then, that the powers 
of the Treasury have been administered 
with the greatest judgment and the 
greatest consideration, and I exhorted the 
House net to imagine fora moment that 
I supported the idiotic attacks made on | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I am 
sorry to say that in the other House of 
Parliament an impression was conveyed to | 
the minds of some excellent gentlemen 
that [ was censuring the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for the manner in which 
he had administered his duties. I can 
only repeat what I said. ‘‘ Idiotic” is a 
very strong word. I[ am afraid that if I[ 
used a stronger it would be thought to 
be uneivil. [can only say that I have 
expressed myself as clearly as I can, that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer exercised | 
his powers in the manner most conducive | 
to the public welfare, and that he never | 
refused anything which the War Oftice or | 
the Admiralty thought necessary for the | 
public service: But I have not risen 


merely for the purpose of saying that. I | 
wish to point out that I spoke of the | 
resolutions to which I objected as having | 
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been the result of the peculiar position 
which during many generations the 
Treasury has occupied. I think it has 
gradually acquired a position in regard to 


Personal Explanation, 


' the defensive Departments very different 
| from that which the Finance Department 


occupies abroad, and on the whole I think 
that, for the purposes of national defence, 
that is not a satisfactory condition. But, 
as I say, | carefully prevented my re- 
marks from applying to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. There is now conveyed 
most excellent 
public servant, Sir F. Mowatt, who seems 
to think that because I did not blame 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer I must 


have meant to blame him. Nothing was 
further from my mind. I was blaming a 
system which has been the result of 
causes which have lasted for a consider- 
able time, and which affect no individuals 
whatever, and in speaking of “the action of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer,” I in- 
clude the action of those who are acting 
under him in his own office. The im- 
pression of Sir F. Mowatt is entirely un- 
founded, and although my personal 
acquaintance with his action is not very 
great, from everything I have neard, the 
public service does not contain a more 
admirable Minister of the public welfare 
than himself. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I very willingly recognise that the 
noble Marquess in the observations he 
most strictly guarded himself 
against being supposed to make the 
smallest reflection on the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. That was abundantly 
evident from the remarks he made to the 
With regard to the general 
question, which is a very large one, I con- 
cur so far with the noble Marquess. From 
the experience I have had I gather it is 
very often somewhat difficult in the 
smaller matters to obtain the consent of 
the Treasury, and sometimes I think from 


‘the feeling which is entertained by the 


other departments things which might 
judiciously be done are not pressed ; but 
with reyard to great matters of national 
welfare I would submit that the Treasury 
is by no means supreme. It is the 
It is the 
Cabinet which is responsible. I never 
myself happened to be in charge of a large 
spending department ; naturally I would 
r2 
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not be as a Member of this House ; but 
I have heard a great deal from my col- 
leagues, both in and out of the Cabinet, 
on the subject, and there have been, I 
believe, in most Governments from time 
to time considerable difference on points 
of that kind. But the Minister who is 
responsible for a department which re- 


quires «a larger expenditure than 
usual fo some great public object, 
who appeals to the Cabinet, and 


places his case strongly before the Cabinet, 
has a reasonable chance of carrying his 
point. But, in any case, a matter of that 
kind must come befcre the Cabinet, and 
if the Minister is of opinion that the sub- 
ject is one of great importance it is his 
duty not to give way to the Treasury 
without having previously submitted it to 
the Cabinet, which is supreme. I must 
say that I have had some dealings with 
particular Chancellors of the Exchequer, 
and, while the Treasury is very difficult 
to deal with, if you have to deal merely 
through the officials of your department, 
who, however able, naturally have not 
the influence of the head of a depart- 


meut, I have found when I have discussed | 


with more than one Chancellor of the 
Exchequer matters of importance they 
were discussed ‘in a manner which gene- 
rally ended in a way which I think was 
sufficient for the performance of the 
duties of the public service. I merely make 
these observations, for though I concur 
with the view as to the difficulty the 
departments have with the Treasury, I 
do not think the mechanism of govern- 
ment is such that if these great questions 
are submitted to the Cabinet they may 
not be dealt with satisfactorily, although 
the Treasury has the duty to place, and 
is bound to place in the strongest way 
before the Cabinet any objections which 
they may have to urge. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
If | may explain, I think it is a mistake 
to assume that it is only large measures 
which produce large effects. I quite agree 
that questions of large measures go to the 


Cabinet, and if the Cabinet think the | 


Treasury wrong the Treasury is overruled. 
Just asa wall is built of bricks, reforms— 
salutary reforms—are built up of a long 
succession of useful changes, but it is in 
those smaller changes which individually 
are small, but in the aggregate are large, 
that I think the exaggerated control of 

The Earl of Kimberley. 
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‘the Treasury has done harm. I think it 
has had the effect of discouraging and im- 
_peding reform, and it has had besides the 
| effect of taking away the freedom and 
| diminishing the initiative of the respec- 
tive departments. I do not wish to use 
language of exaggeration, but I think it 
is an evil, and I fear the great power 
which the Treasury has acquired in this 
country, in consequence, no doubt, of its 
great service in getting rid of corruption 
and extravagance, has been carried too 
far, and much of the immobility of 
the departments of which complaint is. 
made is due to the existence of this undue 
control. 


THE Ear or KIMBERLEY: I know 
it is out of order for me to speak again, 
but I should like to make this admission, 
that I do think that in some cases where 
the matter is not apparently one of great 
and supreme importance there have been 
things omitted to be done which have 
subsequently had serious consequences, 
Such things I have known, and especially 
this, that discussion with the Treasury 
sometimes causes undue and dangerous 
delay ; and I remember more than one 
case where things were allowed to tide 
over because of the long discussions until 
the moment for action was lost. 


MR. JUSTICE GRANTHAM AND THE 

DEAN OF DURHAM.—QUESTION. 

Tue Eart or DURHAM: My Lords, 
I beg to ask the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack a question of which I 
have given him private notice—namely, 
Whether his attention has been drawn to. 
the utterances of Mr. Justice Grantham 
on the Bench with reference to a recent 
sermon of the Dean of Durham. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatsspury): My Lords, I 
apprehend that the question has been put 
to me because I am head of the Judicial 

‘Bench. The utterances of a gentleman 
like the Dean of Durham, I suppose, 
would be listened to with respect ; but I 
cannot help saying that, if deans will 
take advantage of their pulpits to intro- 
| duce violent political controversy where 
' no one can answer them, and where those 
| whose feelings may be deeply offended go 
‘for the purpose of worshipping. God and 
| 
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not for the purpose of listening to violent | 
political controversy, I do not think it 
lies in their mouth to complain that 
others should take advantage  else- | 
where of the opportunity of protesting | 
against such language and _— such 
observations as those to which my atten- 
tion has been called. It would, perhaps, 
be a counsel of perfection if deans and | 
judges kept themselves clear of political 
controversy. But that is not the question 
which the noble Lord asks at present. I 
have, by the courtesy of the noble Lord 
himself, been afforded an opportunity of 
reading the sermon in question ; and 
speaking, I hope, with the calmness of 
one who had not been obliged to listen to 
it, Iam bound to say that a more offen- 
sive, and, to my mind, a more mischievous 
oration has seldom been delivered from 
the pulpit. I do not propose to read the 
words of the whole of the sermon, but 
your Lordships will probably allow me to 
read one or two extracts. I think when 
it is remembered how, where, and when, 
these words were uttered one cannot be 
surprised that some people should be, at 
all events, deeply offended at the utter- 
ance. One very interesting passage is 


this 


“It is about 330 years since such another war 
broke out.” 


I should like to call your Lordships’ 
attention to the word “ such.” 


“The greatest sea Power in the world, then 
the only real colonial empire in the world, 
the land whose soldiers were far above all in 
repute for hardness and bravery, the land of an 
inexhaustible supply of wealth, whose trade 
truly followed its Snes Power set itself to 
trample down one of the free small States of 
Europe. The Church blessed the effort—the 
little State was independent, heretical, an 
offence in the nose of the Imperialism of that 
age. They thought little of such a small 
country, hardly a country at all; they were the ; 
haughty overlords over it ; these were the un- 
fortunate Beggars whose resistance could not 
stand more than a few months before the 
strongest Power in Europe (which had the 
men, the guns, and the money too). They 
treated their ragged enemies with contempt, 
their free life should go, the Lnperial Power 
inust prevail, and the Church again should 
control the erring people with the grim control 
of fire and sword. Need I carry on the 
parallel? It is writ full large for anyone who 
has grace to read it, in the pages of history.” 


With reference to the parallel, I think 
that if there is one period of the world’s 


history and one military expedition which 
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has been stamped by the reprobation of 
all civilised beings it is the great crime of 
the military expedition of the Duke of 
Alva in the Netherlands ; and that is the 
parallel which the Dean of Durham thinks 
it right to mention. But the passage to 
which the learned Judge called attention 
was of a more modern character ; and 
this sermon which was preached, as I 
understand, with the object of inculcating 
Christian charity and love towards one 
another, proceeds thus— 


“What, then, do we find around us? With 
what spirit do we send out our fighting men? 
The drunken revels which form the music-hall 
ideals of good-fellowship—the excitement of 
the gin palace and the London streets—as if 
the bottle was the best prelude for the battle ; 
the cries to the poor lads to avenge this or that, 
the greedy newspapers spreading unfounded 
slanders against our opponents, the insistence 
by which prejudice and angry ignorance have 
persuaded us that the enemy was but a horde 
of savages, who would run away at once. The 
whole temper of our times is so utterly anti- 
Christian that it appals me when, from the 
quietude of this home, I look out upon it all, 
and note the intolerance with which men hate 
opinions opposed tothe momentary enthusiasm.” 


Now, my Lords, with reference to this 
language, I daresay it is true that in some 
of the enthusiastic demonstrations which 
took place in the London streets, the idea 
of fellowship, in some classes of life, was 
to offer drink ; and I have seen it stated 
that in some instances some of those poor 
fellows, taking leave of their nearest and 
dearest, did take too much drink. It is 
very likely to be true ; but I ask is this 
the language, is this the mode in which 
the enthusiastic loyalty and bravery of 
those who are going out to fight the 
battles of their couutry ought to be de- 
nounced by a Christian clergyman in a 
Christian church? And now, my Lords, 
I come to the Judge’s offence. | When I 
first saw the controversy in the news- 
papers I am bound to say that I thought 
an easy answer could be given, because 
I thought that if one gentleman misunder- 
stood what another gentleman had said he 
would apologise by saying that he was 
sorry for the language he had used. But 
I have the language here printed by the 
authority of the Dean, and for the life of 
me I cannot understand the difference 
between what Mr. Justice Grantham 
referred to and the Dean’s printed words. 
The suggestion therefore that the learned 
Judge was in error in taking a newspaper 
report as evidence appears to be extra- 
ordinary in face of the fact that the report 
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the more immediate question, whether 
my attention has been drawn to the 
remarks of Mr. Justice Grantham. Yes. 
The noble Lord thinks that I have some 
control over the judges. I am_ not 
certain whether I might not ask my most 
rey. friend the Archbishop of York what 
he will do with the Dean. I have a 
strong suspicion that he has a greater 
contro] over the Dean than I have over 
the Judge. For the benefit of the people 
of this country it has long been a regular 
and ascertained rule, and established by 
statute, that the judges are perfectly 
independent of all control, except that an 
Address may be moved in the Houses of 
Parliament. Perhaps the noble Lord 
would like to take that course. I do 
not promise him much support; but 
that is the only constitutional course. 
Althongh I may say that the counsel 
of perfection is one which I would myself 
prefer, I do not at all wonder at Mr. 
Justice Grantham, who has taken a deep 
and most useful interest in the Volunteers, 
and has been able to assist them in their 
efforts to act for their country, being deeply 
grieved at reading what I think is a most 
unjust and improper observation, charac- 
terising our conduct in sending out men 
because two or three of their feliows, in 
bidding good-bye to their friends, had 
taken too much to drink on their way to 
the station. The Dean says he has not 
sacrificed his right of free speech as an 
Englishman. Neither has Mr. Justice 
Grantham. Mr. Justice Grantham is 
entitled to have his opinion. But there 
is this difference between them. The 
learned Judge addressed the grand jury, 
and the grand jury could, if it pleased, 
reply to him. In more than one instance 
a grand jury has replied to a judge with 
whom they did not agree. The Dean 
spoke where no one could reply, and, 
apart from any other question, I should 
have thought that that fact would induce a 


more modest reticence on the part of the — 


Dean than he appears to have observed. 
The Judge is perfectly independent, and 
he exercised his rights as an Englishman 
in speaking as he did. As far as I myself 
am concerned, although I have no control 
over the Dean, I express my opinion as an 
Englishman that it was a great outrage to 
preach such a sermon in a church. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, 
may I, with the indulgence of the House, 


The Earl of Halsbury. 


{LORDS} 


was perfectly accurate. Now I come to| 
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say a word: with regard to pulpit utter- 
ances, and. relate an experience of m 

father when. a.member of Mr. Gladstone's 
Government! My father went to a 
church and heard the clergyman say, in 
the course of his sermon, that Mr. Glad- 
stones Government was “a wave of 
iniquity howling in the unutterable 
depths.” 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR.—SIR WILLIAM 
BUTLER’S DESPATCHES. 

Lorp) MONKSWELL: My Lords, 
the Notice standing in my name —* To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
, Whether the experience gained during the 
South African campaign as to the arma- 
ments and the numerical strength of the 
enemy in the field has tended in any way 
to throw doubt either upor the accuracy 
or the completeness of the information 
obtained as to these matters by the In- 
telligence Department before the out- 
*break of hostilities; and whether it is 
, proposed to lay before Parliament the 
despatches of Lieutenant General Sir 
William Butler while in command at the 
Cape; and to move for papers” was 
put on the Paper before the speech of the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for War on Tuesday ; and as to the first 
part of the question I am perfectly satis- 
fied with the statement he then made. 
At the same time, I hope the noble Mar- 
quess will not consider that I am unduly 
critical if I say just one word or two with 
regard to the delay which has occurred 
before the noble Marquess did what 
seems to me to be only a simple act of 
justice to the Intelligence Department. 
In putting this notice of motion on the 
Paper I acted absolutely on my own 
initiative. 1 did not consult any member 
of the Intelligence Department, and I do 
not appear in this House as the mouthpiece 
of any member of it. Owing to the 
silence of the noble Marquess and every 
other member of the Government on this 
subject for nearly three months, the 
public have been led to believe—and I 
think the very great majority of the 
public have believed—that the Intelligence 
Department has been scandalously in- 
efficient. 
the ball was set rolling with regard to the 
Intelligence Department. On that date 
no less a person than the noble Viscount 
the Commander-in-Chief is reported in 


As long ago as 6th November 
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the newspapers to have made use of these | 

words-— 

“We” — presumably the (:overnment— | 

“found that the enemy were far more 

numerous and powerful than we had antici- | 
2? 


pated. 


Naturally, my Lords, these words were | 
taken as an indication that the noble 

Viscount had no great confidence in the | 
Intelligence Department, and the public 

distrust in that Department was intensi- | 
fied as, day by day, checks, reverses, and 

disasters were heard of, seeming to show 

more and more clearly how entirely the 
yovernment had been deceived with 

regard to the strength of the Boer forces. 

Not only did no member of the Govern- 

ment say one single word in exoneration 

of the Inteliigence Department, but while 

the newspapers were full of these insinua- 

tions the Leader of the House of Com- 

mons went down to Manchester and made 

his “ man-in-the-street ” speech; and it 

was also reported in the newspapers, 

whether true or not, that Mr. Kruger had 

stated that he had entirely deceived our 

emissaries with regard to the importations | 
of gunsand ammunition. Parliament was 

not in session, truly, but to every one of 

Her Majesty’s Ministers the platform and 

the press are open, and, if the noble 

Marquess did not wish to rush into print 

or to appear himself on a platform, the 

task of exonerating the Intelligence 

Department might easily have been dele- 

gated to one of his colleagues. I think the 

noble Marquess will agree with me that it | 
is unfortunate he did not find time and 
opportunity at an earlier period to ex- 
onerate the Intelligence Department. It is 
clear that the principal colleague of the 
noble Marquess, the Prime Minister, was 
perfectly unaware that the Intelli- 
gence Department was not to blame, for 
the noble Marquess said on Tuesday last 
that it was very probable the Intelligence 
Department had not got a great deal of 
information because ‘hey had not a great 
deal of money. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I. 
do not think I used those words. IT 
stated that getting information necessi- | 
tated the use of a great deal of money. | 

Lorp MONKSWELL: I think the 
noble Marquess implied that he was not | 
confident that the Intelligence Department | 
had given to the Government that in- | 
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formation which it was desirable the 
Government should have. As to the 
despatches of Sir William Butler, the 
question has been raised in the House of 
Commons, and I ask for the production 


| of those despatches on the two grounds 
that were stated in that House by my 


right hon. friend Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman —first, on the ground that the 
public have a right to know what advice 
Sir William Butler had given to the 
Government; and, secondly, on the 
ground that Sir William Butler has a 
right to have his character cleared of the 
grave charges which have been made. | 
must confess that it does seem to me 
rather strange that these despatches have 
been so long withheld. I beg to move 
my motion. 


“That an humble address be 
presented to Her Majesty for the 
despatches of Lieutenant-General Sir 
William Butler while in command at the 
Cape.” —(The Lord Monkswell.) 


Moved 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) ; 
My Lords, I understand the noble Lord 
regards the few words which fell from me 
the other evening in reference to the 
Intelligence Branch as, upon the whole, a 
sufficient answer to his question. But 
he added that he was surprised to notice 
my tardiness in defending that depart- 
ment of the War Office. He told your 
Lordships that so long ago as November 
last, the Commander-in-Chief himself had, 
in effect, pleaded guilty on behalf of the 
Intelligence Branch. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: No. What I 
said was that the Commander-in-Chief 
had used words which induced the public 
to suppose that the Intelligence Depart- 


ment had been scandalously inefficient. 


*THe MArQuEss oF LANSDOWNE: I 
accept the noble Lord’s correction. The 


|words of the Commander-in-Chief were 


that we had found the Boers more 
numerous and powerful than we had anti- 
cipated. Those words were spoken, I 
believe, without very much preparation, 
and may not have been as carefully 
weighed as if they had formed part of an 
official statement. But the Commander- 
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in-Chief’s meaning was perfectly clear. | 
What he intended to convey to his | 
hearers was that we had found opposed 
to us in the field a larger number of 
the enemy than we had anticipated ; 
and that was, I think, a_ perfectly 
correct statement. I am under the 
impression that at this moment the 
Boers have placed every man in their 
coun‘ry in the fighting line. In most of 
our forecasts we had anticipated that 
part of the Boer forces would be detailed 
to watch the frontier at other points. 
We believe that that has not been done, 
and that the enemy have put in the fight- 
ing line in Natal and on the western 


border of the Orange Free State, one 
may almost say every soldier that 


they possess. That was the meaning of 
the Commander-in-Chief. But then the 
noble Lord went on to suggest that it was 
my business, if I had noticed—as_ I 
presume he thinks I should have noticed 
--the attacks made upon the Intelligence 
Department, to exonerate that depart- 
ment in the press or on the platform. 
All I can say is that, if the head of a 
department, which, as the noble Lord 
knows himself, is somewhat hard worked 
even in ordinary times, were to take 
upon himself in a time like that through 
which we have been passing to reply to 
every attack in the press on himself or 
on his subordinates, he would not have 
much leisure left for the legitimate work 
of his office. With regard to the 
Intelligence Branch, I repeat what I said 
the other day, that although they make 
no pretence to infallibility, and although 
they are ready to admit that there may 
have been cases in which either men or 
munitions of war have found their way 
into the Transvaal without the knowlec Ige 
of the department, yet, on the whole, 
their information has bee n carefully and 
accurately collected, and has been as 
sufficient as we could reasonably expect. 
Then I pass to the second question of the 
noble Lord. He asks me whether it is 
proposed to lay before Parliament the 
despatches of Lieutenant -General Sir 
William Butler while in command at the 
Cape. 
present those despatches to Parliament. 
It is clear from what has been said by the 
noble Lord that he desires information as 
to the circumstances which led to Sir 
William Butler’s resignation, and, I 


‘imagine, also as to the allegation that Sir | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 





Sir I”, Butler’s Despatches, 248 


| William Butler constantly supplied her 
Majesty's Government with advice and 
information as to the military strength of 
the Boers, which advice and information 
Her Majesty’s Government are supposed 
to have neglected. Now, my Lords, as 
to the correspondence and despatches for 
which the noble Lord has moved, I am 
afraid they could not, with advantage, be 
presented to the public at the present 
time, but I am perfectly ready to tell the 
noble Lord that Sir William Butler's 
resignation was placed in my hands, and 
accepted by me, on the ground of 
divergence of opinion between himself 
and the High Commissioner —a diver- 
dutler 


gence so great that Sir William 
himself came to the conclusion that 
his presence in command in _ South 


Africa had become a source of embarrass- 
ment to the High Commissioner. That 
statement was made frankly to me by Sir 
William Butler, and it was upon that 
statement that I accepted his resignation. 
I also desire to add this,that in the Papers 
for which the noble Lord has moved, and 
which I am unable to present to the 
House, there is nothing whatever which 
has reference to any estimate which Sir 
William Butler may have formed of the 
strength of the Boer forces or of the 
strength of theforces which it was our duty 
to oppose to them. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: Do I under- 
stand the noble Marquess to say that in 
all these despatches Sir William Butler 
expressed no opinion as to what measures 
ought to be taken for the safety of Natal 
and the conduct of the war, if war broke 
out ? 


*THE MARQuEss oF LANSDOWNE: 
There were despatches, no doubt, con- 
taining plans of defence for the colonies— 
plans of considerable minuteness—and 
for that very reason I object to presenting 
to Parliament Papers containing very 
confidential matter, and which, moreover, 
itis not usual to present to Parliament. 


My Lords, we do not intend to | 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


House adjourned at Five of 
the clock, till To-morrow, 
aquarter past Four of the 
clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 1st February, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Order 195 be 
suspended, and that the time for presenting 
Petitions for Private Bills to the House 
(which shall have been previously en- 
dorsed by the Examiners) be extended 
to Friday, 9th February.—(Dr. Furqu- 
harson.) 


PETITIONS. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES SERVANTS’ 
SUPERANNUATION. 
Petition from Wimborne and Cran- 
borne, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


OWNERN’ SITE VALUES. 


Petition from Camberwell, for altera- 
tion of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY. 
Petitions against, from Hackney ; 
Hackney Wick; Walthamstow; Glou- 


cester; and Hudderstield; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 TO 1898. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Camberwell; and Wimborne and Cran- 
borne ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, dc. 
WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 

Account presented [30th January] to 

be printed. [No. 21.] 


COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871 (UNI- 
VERSITY OF BIRMINGHAM). 
Paper [presented 30th January] to be 
printed. [No. 22.] 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented, —of Order in Council of 
7th October, 1899, for the discontinuance 
as regards all such matters and cases as 
come within the jurisdiction of the 
Japanese Courts, of the operation of the 
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| Orders in Councilregulating Her Majesty’s 
| Consular Jurisdiction in Japan as from 
4th August, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented,——of Order in Council of 
7th October, 1899, entitled The East 
Africa Order in Council, 1899 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,——-of Order in Council of 
7th October, 1899, entitled The Somali- 
land Order in Council, 1899 [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 27th December, 1899, entitled The 
Northern Nigeria Order in Council, 1899 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 27th December, 1899, entitled The 
Southern Nigeria Order in Council, 1899 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,_-of Order in Council 
of 27th December, 1899, entitled The 
Lagos Protectorate Order in Council, 1899 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—-of Order in Council 
of llth January, 1900, entitled The 
Somali and Brunei (Repeal) Order in 
Council, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented,--of Order in Council 
of 7th October, 1899, approving certain 
Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Cork 
Harbour Commissioners [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 28th November, 1899, approving 


certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the 


Jarry Pilotage Board [by Act]; to lie 


| upon the Table. 


lof 2s8th 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
November, 1899, approving 


certain Bye-laws made by the Swansea 
| Harbour Trustees [by Act]; to lie upon 
| the Table. 








Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 28th November, 1899, extending the 
provisions of Section 444 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894 (load line), to India 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 27th December, 1899, approving 
certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the 
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Belfast Harbour Commissioners [by Act] ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 





Copy presented,—of Order in Council | 
of 27th December, 1899, approving | 
certain Pilotage Bye-Laws made by the | 
Coporation of Trinity House [hy Act]; to | 
lie upon the Table. 


| 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858. 


Copy presented, —of Order in Council 
of 28th November, 1899, approving a 
Statement of new and revised appoint- 
ments, alterations of salaries, and abolition 
of appointment in the Establishment of | 
the Secretary of State for India in Council 
[hy Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 28th November, 1899, postponing the 
operation of the Land Transfer Order in | 
Council of 18th July, 1898, in certain 
portions of the County of London [by | 
Act]: to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 


PENSIONS. 

Copy presented,—of Return showing 
the names of all Constabulary Officers | 
now in receipt of Pensions, of all Head 
Constables, Sergeants, and Constables, and 
of all Widows and Children to whom Pen- 
sions have been granted since the Con- 
stabulary Estimate for 1899-1900 was 
prepared, with the amount and date of 
Pension in each case [by Command] ; to | 
lie upon the Table. 


TREASURY CHEST. 

Account presented,-for the year 
1898-9, together with the Report of the | 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to | 
he printed. [No. 23.] 


BANK OF ENGLAND. | 


Copy presented,-of Return of the | 
amount of Notes issued more than forty | 
years which have not been presented for | 
payment, and which have been written 
off on the 9th November, 1899, from the | 
total amount of Notes issued from the ! 
Issue Department of the Bank of England | 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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Sardinia, and of the 
| 31st December, 1899, for Interest and 
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Reports, &e. 
GREEK LOAN. 
Account presented,--of Moneys paid 
out of the Consolidated Fund for Interest 
and Sinking Fund on that part of 
the Greek Loan guaranteed by this 
Country and of the amount repaid by the 
Greek Government on account of the 
same to 31st December, 1899 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 24.] 


SARDINIAN LOAN. 
Account presented,——of the Total Sums. 


! issued out of the Consolidated Fund and 


advanced to His Majesty the King of 
Sums received to 


Sinking Fund thereof [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be _ printed. 
[No. 25.] 


DUCHY OF CORNWALL. 


Account presented,--of the Receipts 


‘and Disbursements of the Duchy of Corn- 


wall for the year ended 31st December, 


| 1899 [by Act]; to lie npon the Table, and 
| to be printed. 


[No. 26.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copies presented, of Treasury 
Minutes declaring that the under-men- 


‘tioned persons were appointed to the 


offices set against their names without a 


Civil Service Certificate through inad- 


vertence on the part of the Heads of 


| their Departments, viz. 


John Brooks, Engine Man, Post Office, 


London Post Office Department, 
dated 30th April, 1859 ; 
Joseph Hill, Shell Moulder, Royal 


Laboratory, War Office Department, 
dated 26th May, 1859 ; 

Marianna Prince, Postmistress, Brid- 
port Post Office Department, dated 
llth January, 1865 ; 

Bryan M‘Donald, Rural Postman, 
Carrick-on-Suir Post Oftice Depart- 
ment, dated 23rd April, 1875 ; 

William Cleaver, Postman, Bath Post 
Office Department, dated 24th July, 
1876 ; 

George William Seaborne, Postmaster, 
Shoreham Post Office Department, 
dated 18th December, 1877 ; 

James Simpson, Postmaster, Alnwick 
Post Office Department, dated 25th 
June, 1873 

[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 


Copy presented,—of Treasury Minute, | 
| Dover): May I ask the hon. Member 


dated Ist November, 1899, granting a 


reduced retired allowance to Mr. Patrick | 


Quinliven, Excise Officer, Dublin Collec- 


tion, in the service of the Commissioner | 


of Inland Revenue [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY (YEOMANRY CAVALRY). 
Copy presented,—of Training Return for 
1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


INEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES 
MANAGEMENT). 

Copy presented,—of Regulations and 

Orders made with the approval of the 


FOR 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 


ment, for the Domestic Management of 
the Buntingford House Retreat, Hert- 


fordshire, licensed as a Retreat under the | 


Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Building Societies. —Copy of Fifth 
Annual Report by the Chief Registrar 
of Friendly Societies of the Proceedings 
of the Registrars under the Building 
Societies Acts, &c. [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 27.] 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION. 
Return ordered, “ of Accounts relating 
to Trade and Navigation of the United 
Kingdom for each month during the year 
1900.”—( Mr. Ritchie.) 


Return, in part, presented accordingly ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 28}. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —SIR W. 
BUTLER’S REPORTS. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he | 
will lay upon the Table of the House any | 
reports or memoranda on ‘the military | 
situation in South Africa sent in by Sir 
William Butler during the three months | 
before he was re'ieved of his command | 
in South Africa. 
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THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpbHAM, 


to address this question to the First 
Lord of the Treasury ? 


Mr. DILLON: I will put it to the 


‘right hon. Gentlenian to-morrow. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe the First 
Lord will be ready to answer it to-day. 


Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in view of the numerous comments which 
have appeared in the press with reference 
to the views and proceedings of Sir 
William Butler, and in view of the fact 
that the rules of the service preclude an 
officer from placing on record the true 
facts of the case, the Government. will 
supply the House with such despatches of 
Sir William Butler, or such information 
as to the advice he has from time to time 
given the War Office, as will enable a 
correct estimate of his conduct to be 
arrived at. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): There appears to be no reason for 
laying any further despatches of Sir 


William Butler’s on the Table of the 
House. His general opinions upon South 


African questions are very well known to 
the public, and there has been no conceal- 
ment on the subject. I do not know 
whether it is worth reiterating in explicit 
terms to the House that he never in any 
communication to the War Office, peblic, 
semi-public, or private, suggested that the 
number of troops required in the case of 
an outbreak of hostilities would be any- 
thing like the number of troops actually 
sent to the theatre of war. 


An Hon. MempBer: Now sent ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, not now 
sent. I want to make this quite plain, as 
doubts are thrown upon the statement. 
The statement is this. There were sent 
out asa defensive force before the out- 
break of hostilities 24,000 men, or there- 
abouts, to Natal and Cape Colony. There 
were sent out subsequently what is known 
as the Field Force, and those two to- 
gether amount to a body of men well in 
excess of 70,000. Sir William Butler 
never suggested a number of men any- 
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thing like that as heing necessary in the 
case of an outbreak of hostilities. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): May I ask whether Sir William 
Butler did not send a statement of the 
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Boer forces and of the strength of the , 


\ 
Boer armaments to the War Office or to , 


the Government, and whether, if such a 
statement exists, it may be laid before 
the House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not aware 
that he sent any such statement, but if 
the hon. Gentleman will put a question 
either to me or to the Under Secretary 
for War, we will endeavour to answer it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): The 
right hon. Gentleman in his answer 
has limited his statement to the War 
Office ; may I ask whether he includes 
Sir Alfred Milner in that department ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not sup- 
pose he sent any communications on 
purely military subjects except to his 
military chiefs. I never heard of it, nor 
would it have been a proper course to 
pursue. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Did Sir Alfred 
Milner attempt to interfere with Sir 
William Butler in the disposition of the 
troops ? 


_ Mr. DILLON : Had the reports from 
Sir William Butler reference to any plan of 
campaign or arrangement of the troops in 


Natal ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
must be given of that question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the Secretary of State 
for War will now consent to publish the 
correspondence between the War Office 
and Sir William Butler which led to the 
resignation by Sir William Butler of his 
command at the Cape, and the letter of 
Sir William Butler tendering his resigna- 
tion; and whether the series of cireum- 
stances which terminated in Sir William 
Butler’s resignation commenced by repre- 
sentations made to the Colonial Office by 
Sir Alfred Milner on the divergence of 
opinion on the South African crisis 


between Sir William Butler and himself. 
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The following questions also appeared 
on the paper-- 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wicks Burghs): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will lay upon the Table 
of the House a copy of all the correspon- 
dence and despatches of Major General 
Sir William Francis Butler, from the date 
of that distinguished soldier’s appointment 
to the command of the troops in South 
Africa in 1898. 


Mr. DILLON: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
will now publish the despatches sent by 
Sir William Butler while he was acting as 
High Commissioner in South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are not 
prepared to lay the correspondence 
referred to on the Table of the House. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : In 
order to clear up the mystery will the 
right hon. Gentleman tell us whether Sir 
William Butler was withdrawn, or did he 
resign? His experience was certainly of 
great value. 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I do press 
for an answer to the second part of my 
question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
Papers could be laid, but there need he no 
concealment of the fact that Sir William 
Butler and Sir Alfred Milner had diver- 
gent views of policy. 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR. 

Mr. W. ALLAN (Gateshead) : Can the 
right hon. Gentleman give us any infor- 
mation as to the position of affairs in 
South Africa, particularly as to whether 
any further engagements have been 
fought ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR- There is no in- 
formation to-day. 


THE ALLEGED BOER CONSPIRACY. 
Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
either before the October session of Par- 
liament or since, the Government were In 
possession of any evidence which justified 
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257 Questions. 
them in believing that the policy of the 
Transvaal Republic (with or without an 
agreement or understanding 
Orange Free State) is the establishment 
of Boer supremacy over the colonies of 
Natal and Cape Colony ; and, 
whether any Papers bearing on this sub- 
ject will be laid before the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The conclusion 


il Fepruary 1900} 
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| the middle of the Queen’s Speech. We, 


with the | 


certainly, who sit on this side of the 
House and on this bench, are most 


| anxious for every reason that the debate 


if so, | 


we have formed upon this very important , 


question of course is the result of the 
consideration of a vast number of par- 
ticular circumstances which, at all events 
in my opinion, all lead wp to the conclu- 
sion T have more than once expressed in 
public, and which the hon. Gentleman has 
embodied in this question. But if he 
asks me whether there is any statement 
by President Kruger or President Steyn 
to this effect, whether they have ever 
aimounced in public that they were 
parties to this conspiracy and communi- 
eated the fact to any British official whose 
words might be embodied in a Blue- 
book, of course that is not the ease. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Has the Intelligence 
Department supplied any evidence on 
this subject which can be laid before the 
House ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
a political body. 


They are not 


CONTEMPLATED MILITARY 
MEASURES 
siz) = FORTESCUE 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) : 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 


view of the great anxiety throughout the | 


country, and the loss of time resulting 


from the present debate, he can see his | 


way to state at once what steps the 
Government are taking, and what addi- | 
tional adequate reinforcements they are 
preparing to forward to South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I entirely | 
recognise with my hon. friend the very 
great importance of this question in itself, 
and also the great public interest which | 
it naturally and properly excites. 


"PLANNER Y| 


heg to ask the | 


| the 
| afterwards republished in some of the 
| press of this country; whether inquiry 
But | has been made as to the authenticity of 


on the Address should be brought to a 
rapid conclusion. The House is aware 
that it does not rest with us, and, if 
blame there be, it is not my business to 
suggest that that blame should be placed 
on the right shoulders. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL The 
right hon. Gentleman is always very fair, 
so I will ask him whether he recollects 


| the pledge he gave us last session, when 
_the Address was hurried through, that 


ample time would be given for the dis- 
cussion of Amendments to the Address 
this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
what the terms of my answer then may 
have been; all I have to say to-day is 
that we are most anxious, on public 
grounds, not for the purpose of our own 
convenience, that a discussion in which, 
| believe, the public take no interest 
whatever should be brought to a speedy 
conclusion. I never suggested that any 
undue curtailment of the debate should 
take place. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why do you not 
call in one of the generals to “take away 
that bauble,” and abolish the House of 


/ Commons 


THE JAMIESON RAID—THE RHODES. 
HAWKSL EY CORRESPONDENCE 
Mr. 8. T. EVANS (Glamorgan, Mid) : 

I beg to ‘ask the Secretary of State for 

the Colonies whether his attention has 


| been called to the letters and telegrams 


passing between the late Assistant Per- 
| manent Under Secretary for the Colonial 
| Office and the solicitor to the Chartered 
|Company of South Africa, which were 
published in the Independance Belge, on 
5th January last, and which were 


my hon. friend, who is an old member of | those letters and telegrams ; and whether 


the House, and the House generally, will | 
recognise that.it will be not only most | 
to | of them at the time they passed, or at 


irregular, but most inconvenient, 
interpolate important business of this | 
kind, which must lead to discussion, into | 


such letters and telegrams are authentic 
and accurate ; and if so, whether he knew 


what date they first came to his know- 


| ledge. 
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The following question also appeared 
on the paper- 


Mr. BAINBRIDGE: To ask the First ' 
Lord of the Treasury whether the atten- | 


tion of the Government has been drawn 
to the publication during the present 
month in the Jndependunce Belge of 
certain letters purporting to be corre- 
spondence relating to the South African 
Commission, and whether it has been 
thought desirable to inquire whether such 
letters are genuine. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Birm- 
ingham, W.): The answer to the first para- 
graph of the question of the hon. Memberfor 


Mid Glamorganshire is in the aftirmative. , 


I have only personal knowledge of two or 


three letters from Mr. Fairfield and one | 


to the Colonial Office. These are sub- 
stantially, but I think not verbaliy, cor- 
rect. As to the remainder, I have been 
informed by Mr. Hawksley that it has 
recently come to his knowledge that they 
had been stolen from his office by a 
«lerk who was summarily dismissed in 
October, 1897. Mr. Hawksley does not 
say whether they are genuine or not. | 
had no previous knowledge except of 
those to and from Mr. Fairfield, and was 
only informed of their existence a few 
days before they were published. 


Mr. 8. T. EVANS: My question was 
confined to the documents passing be- 
tween Mr. Fairfield and Mr. Hawksley. 
May I point out that the right hon. 
(¢entleman has not answered the last part 
of the question, whether he knew of the 
letters and telegrams at the time they 
passed, or at what date they first came to 
his knowledge ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the hon. 
Member refers solely to the letters of 
Mr. Fairtield, I do not think I saw them 
at the time, but ] have no doubt they 
were sent under my instructions. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to: 


ask the First Lord of the ‘Treasury 
whether his attention has been directed 


to a series of letters published on the 6th | 


inst. in the [Independance Belge, written by 


the late Mr. Fairfield, the head of the | 


African section in the Colonial Office, and 
Mr. Hawksley, the solicitor of the 
Chartered Company, of various 


{COMMONS} 


from 11th February, 1896, till April, 
| 1897, and more especially a letter dated 


‘which | 


dates | 
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20th February, 1897, written by Mr. 
Hawksley to Earl Grey, a prominent 
director of the Chartered Company, and 
theadministrator of the Chartered Company 


| in successionto Dr. Jameson, C.B.; whether 


he is aware that these letters support the 


, charge that the Seeretary of State for the 


Colonies was cognisant of the Rhodes- 


| Jameson plot against the Transvaal, that 


the Colonial Office had arranged to secure 


the acquittal of Dr. Jameson, C.B., and 


the Right Hon. Cecil Rhodes by the 
Select Committee of the House of 
Commons, and that an agreement had 
been effected for the suppression of the 
series of letters and cablegrams known as 
the Rhodes-Hawksley Correspondence ; 
has he any reason to believe that these 
letters are forgeries; and what steps, if 
any, do the Government intend to take 
when a member of the Cabinet is de- 
liberately charged with personal dishonour 
and public falsehood. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that this question has been answered 
already by my right hon. friend. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No; the 
former question dealt with the authen- 
ticity of the letters, and not their import. 
I will read the paragraph. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
would not be in order in doing that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It seems to me 
that all the questions have been answered 
except that in the last paragraph of the 
hon. Gentleman's question, a question 
suppose he hardly means 
seriously. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Yes, I do. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If he does, my 
view is that such accusations should be 
treated with contempt. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: That does 
not answer the second paragraph. Will 
the right hon. Gentleman answer or de- 
cline to answer it? Ido not care which. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will answer 
that in the negative. 
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THE MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
there will bea full inquiry instituted into 
the circumstances that led to the deplor- 
able loss of the Highland Brigade at 
Magersfontein. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: While military 
operations are going on there can he no 
inquiry of the kind suggested by the hon. 
Gentleman. 


THE CABINET COMMITTEE OF 
DEFENCE. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 


1 beg to ask the First Lord of the: 


Treasury whether he can say generally 
what are the matters which the Com- 
mittee of Defence considers and decides 
upon, and what are its functions. Does 
it deal with matters of naval or military 
strategy, and with the numbers and com- 
position of the naval or military forces to 
be employed for specific purposes ? Does 
it take advice from naval or military 
experts before coming to its decisions ? 


‘ Does it take into consideration the bear- 


ing of political considerations upon pro- 
posed naval or military action? How 
are its members appointed? And is any 
record kept of its proceedings ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Committee 
of Defence is a committee of the Cabinet, 


and does not differ essentially from other | 


committees of the Cabinet. It neither 
removes responsibility from the Cabinet 
as a whole, nor from any of the Ministers 
responsible for the Departments either of 
the Army or of the Navy. Of course the 
Committee obtains the best information 
it can from experts and from others. Like 
other Cabinet Committees it keeps no 
records. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Is there any founda- 
tion for the statement that the Committee 
did not meet for six months after it was 
appointed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT have not 
seen the statement, and I really do not 
know, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has there | 
ever been a Committee of Defence in any 
other Cabinet before ? 


{] Fesruary 1900} 


‘or those two. services 


| made, 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the question. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I call 
attention to the fact that the right hon. 
Gentleman, [ do not know whether in- 
advertently or whether perhaps because 
he did not wish to answer my questions, 
has not replied to the questions as to 
whether the Committee deals with 
matters of strategy, whether it takes into 
consideration the bearing of political con- 
siderations, and how its. members are 
appointed 7 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ thought my 


answer really covered the ground. My 


hon. friend must be aware that Com- 
mittees of the Cabinet are appointed by 
the Cabinet. There is no special mode of 
election ; we do not have a ballot in the 
Cabinet. The subjects they take into 
consideration are any subjects delegated 
to them by the Cabinet dealing either 
with the interests of the Army or Navy, 
taken in con- 
junction. 


SURVEYS, MAPs, «ec, 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether in 1898 mancenvres of the 
garrison of Natal took place in the area 
bounded on the south by Estcourt and on 
the north by Dundee; whether in the 
course of these manceuvres the country 
was surveyed for military purposes by 
officers detailed for that object ; whether 
the position of the drifts or fords, the 
nature of the banks of the river, and the 
advantages for attack and defence afforded 
by the locality were noted by these officers 
in their surveys; whether the reports of 
their surveys were accompanied by 
sketches and photographs; whether 
General Buller and his staff were furnished 
with copies of these surveys, sketches, and 
photographs; and whether there is any 
foundation for the statement that the 
British generals were supplied with no 
maps on an adequate scale of the country 
in which they were rejuired to operate. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Manceuvres took 
place in 1898 as far as the Biggarsherg 
on the north and southward along the 
Ladysmith-Colenso road. Excepting a 
rough sketch of this road, no survey was 
The map which the Intelligence 
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Department had made in 1896 was used. | 
Beyond this map—on a scale of four | 
miles to the inch—there is no topo- 
graphical survey of Natal, the making of 
which would be a question for the 
Culonial Government. None of the 
sketches, photographs, &c., mentioned in | 
the question were received. Ninety-six 
thousand sheetsof the four-miles-to-an-inch | 
map have been sent to South Africa, 
besides large numbers of special maps | 
and plans of localities of military im- 
portance. Provision has also been made 
for the reproduction locally of maps and 
sketches made by officers on the spot 
during the war. 


Questions. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Was any mili- 
tary map made of the frontiers of Natal ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As my answer 
shows, maps of the frontier were made. 
The military map on a large scale does 
not extend far into Natal, but it covers 
the ground north of Ladysmith. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
ford): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been called to a statement to the 
effect that some time back the Intelligence 
Department of the War Office made an 
exact survey of the territory north of the 
Tugela River, that the officers engaged in 
the survey sent in their figures and de- | 
tails to the Department, where they were 
pigeon-holed and nothing more known of 
them ; and whether, on the advice of Sir 
Thomas Holditch, R.E., late head] of the | 
Field Survey Department in India, two 
engineer officers, Captain Close and | 
Captain Jackson, with a staff of men, 
have now been sent out to South Africa | 
to survey this part of Natal. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A survey of Natal 
north of the Tugela River was made by 
officers of the Intelligence Department in 
1896, and was printed by that Depart- 
ment and issued to the forces in South | 
Africa. A copy of this map, which is on 
a scale of one inch to a mile, was sent to 
the Tea Room of the House of Commons | 
on 20th October. Three engineer officers, | 
experts in topographical surveying and | 
map reproduction, have been sent to 


South Africa, but not for the purpose of | 
surveying this part of Natal, which, as 
explained above, has already been mapped. | 
Sir Thomas Holditch was not consulted, | 
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nor did he tender any advice to the 
Secretary of State. He wrote a letter to 
The Times after the foregoing measures 
had been taken or initiated. 


MAFEKING STATION MASTER. 


Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether James Quinlan, the station- 
master at Mafeking, was recently shot by 
order of Colonel Baden-Powell ; and, 
whether Colonel Baden-Powell has made 
any report of the circumstances ; and if 
so, of what nature. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No report of the 
circumstances referred to in the question 
has reached the War Office. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does the hon. 
Gentleman think it within his com- 
petence to obtain a report on the incident, 
which is said to have occurred before 
Mafeking was invested and has_ been 
much commented upon in the Cape 
papers? Are the reports absolutely silent 
on the subject ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Mafeking was in- 
vested a few days after the outbreak of 
the war, and communication with Colonel 
Baden-Powell is difficult. I will look 
over the reports at the War Office, but I 
know nothing of the matter. 


BARBED WIRE CUTTERS. 

Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the modern system of 
defence by barbed wire, have the regular 
troops, rank and file, either infantry or 
cavalry, or both, been provided by the 
War Office with wire cutters; and, if so, 
what troops exactly, and how many wire- 
cutters have been sent out to South 
Africa, and on what date or dates, and by 


‘what ship or ships ; and, if not already 


sent, how many wire-snippers have been 
ordered, frem what firm or firms, on what 
date, and of what weight and size are the 
wire-snippers ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : About 4,000 wire- 
cutters have been sent out, and more are 


_being sent out as fast as they can be 


obtained from the trade. During the 
present pressure of business in the War 
Office no attempt can be made to work 
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out the minute details included in this | 


question. 
' 
,convey was that we had encountered 


INOCULATION OF TROOPS AGAINST 
ENTERIC FEVER. 
Mr. A. E. PEASE (Yorkshire, Cleve- 


land): 1 beg toask the Under Secretary of | te 
than was generally anticipated. 


State for War if the War Office has 


{1 Fesrvary 1900} 
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tion supplied to him by the Intelligence 
Branch as to the fighting strength of the 
Boer Republics. What he intended to 


larger numbers of the enemy in the field, 


‘and that the military qualities exhibited 


by the Boers had been of a higher order 





sanctioned the experiment of inoculating | 
ven sere print gm ee atl of | BOER MILITARY STORES. 

their way to the front ; and if, in view of | " 

the uncertainty that exists as to the, | MR. HEDDERWICK : I beg to ask 
efficacy of inoculation as a preventive | the Under Secretary of State for War 
of enteric fever, and the debilitating | whether the (covernment received from 
effects of the operation, the Depart- | ume to time communications from the 
ment will forbid the continuance of | Intelligence Department as to the nature 
these experiments ; and whether his; and magnitude of the military stores 
attention has been drawn to the | Purchased by the Boers during the last four 
description in the Morning Post of 29th E Avge and, if so, whether he will state 
January, of the condition and appearance | the substance of these communications 
af the seldiers who had submitted to the , and the dates when they were made. 


inoculation on board the “ Dunottar) , sale , 
Castle.” | *Mr. WYNDHAM: Information has 
been given from time to time to the 

“Mr. WYNDHAM: The efficacy of the ‘Intelligence Department on this subject, 
treatment appears sufficiently well esta-_ and, - the First Lord has told the House, 

blished to justify the continuance of this |W have no reason to question its accu- 

eperation, which is voluntarily submitted | T@¢Y- 

to hy the troops. | 

THE BOER STRENGTH AT THE 

QUTBREAK OF WAR. 


Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 


LORD WOLSELEY AND THE INTELLI- | 
GENCE _DEPA RTMENT—THE BOER | 
crag * re ; \Secretary of State for the Colonies 
Nr. SW IFT MacNEILL: I beg to whether, at the date of the Bloemfontein 

ask the Under Secretary of State for War | Conference, and in view of that Confer- 
«hether the attention of the Secretary of | ence possibly leading to negotiations of a 
State for War has been directed to the | critical character, he had obtained infor- 
statement of Lord Wolseley in November | mation as to the strength of the Boer 
last in explanation of the British reverses ‘army in relation to the British forces 
in Natal, that we found the enemy much | available in Natal and in Cape Colony. 
more powerful and numerous than we had | i 
anticipated, and to the statement on un-| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : There is no 
impeachable authority that the Report of | regular Boer army, but the number of 
the Director of Intelligence of the) men capable of military service was, | 
strength of the Boers in artillery COITe- | believe, substantially known. 
sponded exactly with the recently ascer- | 
tained knowledge of what the enemy had | ia aoa ee cree A 
put in the field; and that, moreover, as| OPERATIONS ON THE TUGELA. 
to numerical strength the Intelligence} Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Department’s estimate was rather over | Secretary of State for War whether a 
than under the totals now said to be | Field Order was issued by Colonel Wynne 
arrayed against us ; and whether there is|on the eve of the recent operations on 
any way in which these apparently con-| the Tugela ; and, if so, whether he will 
tradictory statements of the Commander- | lay the text of that order upon the ‘Table 
in-Chief and of the Intelligence Depart- | of the House. 


iment can be reconciled. 

| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The reports on the 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: In the statement | recent operations on the Tugela have ux 
referred to the Commander-in-Chief did | yet been only telegraphic. Field Orders 
ot question the accuracy of the informa- | would only come by post. 
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Mr. DILLON: Will the hon. Gentle-| in South Africa with shirts and necessary 
man publish the Order as soon as it! clothing. 
arrives / | 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle. | PUBLICATION OF NEWS AT THE WAR 
man must allow us an opportunity of Mn. WHITMORE. (Chelsea) : 


reading it. I beg. 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for- 
NER : Pah ae War who is responsible for the editing 
SIEGE OF LADYSMITH. | and publication a war news at the War 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I | Office; whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | ment have given general directions as to. 
for War whether 200 children have been | the times at which, and the form in 
allowed to remain in Ladysmith during | which, such news should be issued ; and 
the siege, and whether any explanation of | jf so, whether he will state what these 
this oceurrence has been received from the | directions are. 
goneral in command. 

| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
*Mr. WYNDHAM : It is not known State for War is responsible. No general 
how many children remained in Lady-' rules can be laid down upon this subject. 
smith. On November 3rd, Sir George 
White applied to General Joubert for | ehhh a 
permission for non-combatants, sick and CENSORSHIP OF WAR NEWS. 
wounded to go South. He refused—but' Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Under 
agreed to allow them to go to a special | Secretary of State for Wer whether the 
eamp four miles from Ladysmith. The , operation of the censorship extends to the 
townspeople refused to accept the offer, letters as well as the ‘dlaisiioes of war 
but the sick, wounded, and a few inhabi-| correspondents ; and whether this is the 
tants moved there on the 5th November. | explanation of the mutilated condition in 
which a number of press despatches 
SIR. G. WHITE AND THE GOVERNOR. arrived at the London offices to which 
OF NATAL. they were directed. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- ae t 
shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary, *Mr. WYNDHAM : No complaints have 
of State for the Colonies whether he reached the War Office upon the subject, 
authorised, or subsequently sanctioned to | but I shall be glad to make inquiries. 
any extent, the pressure by the Governor 
of Natal on Sir (reorge White not to WAR CHARITABLE FUNDS. 
withdraw at the outset of the war from " ey 
Glencoe and concentrate at Ladysmith, on : ae “? a a: [ beg to 
the ground that such a step would involve wd the Unc oi pert of ee od W 1. 
grave political results and possibilities of what oie are at the gs re ot the ad- 
S aibhaaieeiheas. ministrators of the Patriotic Fund and 

the Imperial War Fund for the benefit of 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have. to | S0ldiers’ wives and families and widows 
and orphans; is any assistanee from 
them extended to dependents of soldiers 
other than widows and orphans ; what is 
the usual allowance made from these 

' funds to the widow of a soldier killed in 

CLOTHING FOR TROOPS AT THE action; is anything extra given on 

FRONT. | account of children ; and, if so, how much 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- for each child; upon what principle are 
field) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary | the grants made, and are annuities given 
of State for War if the War Office is | for life, or do the grants terminate at the 
supplying the troops at the front with | expiry of a certain period ; is an equal 
shirts and necessary clothing ; and if not, sum given in all cases, or do the Com- 
if they will take steps to do so in future. | missioners inquire into the circumstances 

, Of each case and determine their grants 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The War Office | accordingly ; and are any precautions 

has supplied and is supplying the troops; taken to prevent the overlapping of the 


refer the hon. Member to the Papers 
which have been distributed, and which | 
give all the information in my possession. 
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various national, local, newspaper, and 
o her benevolent war funds now in 


operation. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The statements 


answer to a question, but I shall be happy 
to give a return if it is desired. The 
War Office, in conjunction with the Lord 
Mayor, has done its best to prevent over 
lapping of the various funds, 


PROPERTY IN THE SOUTH AFRICAN 
REPUBLICS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Sir Alfred Milner issued on 26th 
January a proclamation to the effect that 
Her Majesty’s Government will not recog- 
nise as valid any forfeiture, fine, or en- 
cumbrance on property in the Transvaal 
or the Orange Free State subsequent to 
10th October, the date of the commence- 
ment of the war; if so, was the procla- 
mation issued after consultation with and 
by direction of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment ; does this proclamation refer to all 
property whatever, or to the property of 
British subjects alone ; can he explain the 
purpose and scope of the proclamation ; 
and will he lay a copy of it upon the 
Table of the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
to the first and second questions is, 
yes; to the third it is, not only the 
property of British subjects ; and to the 
fourth, it has been apprehended that after 
confiscating property, which has been 
threatened, the South African Republic 


‘may purport to sell it, in order thereby 


to procure funds for the war. In answer 
to the fifth question, | will lay a copy. 


AUSTRALIAN MILITARY CONTINGENT, 
ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS. 


Mr. THOMAS CURRAN (Sligo, 8.) : 


asked for in the first five paragraphs of , Army 


the question are too long to be given in | 
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Ary 1900} 


' Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The New 
South Wales Ministers asked whether 
Church of England and Roman Catholic 
Army chaplains could be sent with the 
troops or whether there are sufficient 
chaplains accompanying the 
British troops. The War Office, whilst 
expressing their appreciation of the offer, 
replied that a sufficient number of com- 
missioned Army chaplains, including 
Roman Catholic, had already heen detailed 
for service in South Africa. 


TRANSPORT SERVICE RETURN. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
or War whether he will agree to the 
motion for a return as to the transport 
service to South Africa, which stands on 
the Paper this day. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The return will be 
granted, 


FORAGE FOR THE FRONT. 
Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.): I 


, beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 


War Office whether forage for the cavalry 
employed in South Africa has been pur- 
chased from abroad ; and if so whether 
he will state from what countries and at 
what prices it has been purchased. 


*Ture FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powktt- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): Forage for 
South Africa has been purehased from 
Canada, the United States, Australia, 
New Zealand, and Argentina. This im- 
ported forage is found to stand the 
voyage to, and climate of, South Africa 
i better than that supplied from this coun- 
try. Moreover, there are certain descrip- 
tions of forage, supplies of which are 
desired by the military authorities, which 
are not produced in this country. It is 
not usual to give the actual prices paid, 





[ heg to ask the Secretary of State for which are always regarded as confidential. 
the Colonies whether he can state the Oats have been mainly bought in London, 
reasons that dictated the refusal of the but it does not, of course, follow that 
application of His Eminence Cardinal | they are home-grown. 

Moran, Archbishop of Sydney, that a 

recognised Roman Catholic chaplain} Mr. STRACHEY: Can the hon. Gen- 
should accompany the Australian military tleman tell us the amount paid per ton 
contingent to South ‘Africa, as was done for hay / 

in the case of the Australian contingent 
that was despatched by the Right Hon. 
W. B. Dalley to the Soudan in 1885, 


*Mr. POWELL. WILLIAMS ; Not 
without notice, 


K 2 
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INDIAN TROOPS SERVING OUT OF © *Mr. WYNDHAM: The garrison of 
INDIA. Mauritius is composed of the Ist Regi- 
Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- ment of Bengal Infantry and the 27th 
shire, Forest of Dean): T beg to ask the Regiment of Madras Infantry. The black 
Secretary of State for India what forces battalion no longer forms a part of the 
in reduction of the Indian establishment | garrison. The right hon. Baronet will find 
are now serving out of India. the establishment detailed on page 159 of 
, Reine ket Ut Ea es the Estimates for 1899-1900, and a refer 
THe SECRETARY - STATE FOR ence to the battalion will also be found 
a . — I sonst Mpg one in the Secretary of State’s memorandum 
saling) : ‘e are ¢ ase h nee: Bie . Bet 
Africn in reduction of as Indian estab- | compsaiying Vhose Estimates. 
lishment, two batteries of horse artillery, | 
three batteries of field artillery, four regi- PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKS. 
ments of British cavalry, and four bat-, Cavratx NORTON (Newington, W.): 
talions of British infants ‘y. Besides these, | | beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
one battalion of native infantry is serving 9. ‘War whether he will consider the 
in Mauritius, and another is under orders 34,5... hility of filling up a certain number 
be aqnenntd . #0 ro colony; another is of the existing vacancies in the commis. 
under orders for Ceylon, and another for oo ed ranks of the Armv by the pro- 
Singapore. motion of some of the senior non-com- 
missioned officers mentioned in despatches 
EMPLOYMENT Rad peg TROOPS IN” in the present war, instead of giving all 
a snaps cnn these vacancies to comparatively inexperi- 
Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the enced Militia subalterns and Sandhurst 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in, cadets; and whether, seeing that many 
view of the fact that the campaign in- of these gallant non-commissioned officers 
South Africa has now assumed a grave yay lose their lives before the termina- 
relation to the important question of the | tion of the present war, he will take steps 
maintenanee of the British Empire, the to see that the Gazette is issued without 
Government will reconsider their ex-/ delay, more especially as such action will 
pressed intention of not making use of | not only give satisfaction to the public 
the native Indian troops, especially in | but also act as an incentive to recruiting. 
view of the special adaptability of the | 
Ghoorka and Sikh regiments to the’ #\fp. WYNDHAM: The suggestion of 
African climate, and of the probability of | the hon. Member has been anticipated ; 
such regiments being brought into use in: and a communication on the subject 
ease of an invasion of Northern India, was made to Lord Roberts on the 19th 
whether by white or coloured troops. January. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: For reasons 

which the House I think understands and EMBODIMENT OF THE MILITIA 
thoroughly appreciates it is not the | = a aimee ae 
intention of the Government to use. : on 

native troops in Africa, but the hon. | ,. Mr. M ARNER : , I beg to ask the 
Gentleman appears to assume, by the last | Under Secretary of State for War if there 
clause of his question, that native troops | is any reason for not having embodied 
ure not even to be used in the defence of the whole of the Militia, so as to avoid 
India against any attack by any European | leaving this country with so few trained 
Power. That, of course, is not the case, | OOPS ; and how soon all the Militia will 

be embodied. 


MAURITIUS GARRISON. *Mr. WYNDHAM: Fifty-six battalions 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask | of Militia are now embodied for service 
the Under Secretary of State for War|at home. With these Militiamen, and 


what is the composition of the black | with the Reservists called up, and the 


battalion, additional to the Indian bat-| Regulars left behind by regiments which 
talion, which is at Mauritius in garrison ; “have gone to South Africa, our barracks 
und what statement was ever made to | are quite full. A statement will be made 
Parliament with regard to its recruitment | shortly as to the Government proposals 
or service. for the defence of the country. 
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Mr. WARNER: Does that include the | 


barracks in Ireland as full ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: All barracks in the | 
United Kingdom are at this moment full 
to overflowing. 


Mr. FLYNN: 
while the Irish Militia have been sent 


abroad the English Militia have been kept ' 


in the home barracks ? 
[No answer was given. | 
MILITIA OFFICERS AND RETIRED 
PAY. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 


Is it not a fact that! 





~IJ 
— 
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VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ COMMISSIO 
; Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E): a4 
| beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether it has been decided by 
‘the Seerctary of State for War that all 
_ofticers in the Imperial Yeomanry, C.I.V., 
or service companies of Volunteers, who 
do not already hold a commission in the 
Regulars or Militia must enlist as private 
soldiers, and will afterwards receive 
temporary commissions to the ranks to 
which they are promoted ; and whether 
any sufficient reason can be given for 
singling out officers of Volunteers, who 
after all hold Her Majesty’s commission, 
for this treatment, to which officers of the 
| Militia battalions are apparently to be 
exempted. 


the Under Secretary of State for War. 


whether his attention has been drawn to 
the effect of the operation of Articles 489 
and 6028 of the Pay Warrant, whereby 


retired officers serving in the Militia are | 


deprived of their retired pay during the 
time the Militia is embodied; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of issuing a special Army order, similar 


to that issued as regards non-commissioned | 


officers and men, in order to place both 
classes upon the same footing in this re- 


spect. 
*\MIr. WYNDHAM : 


under consideration. 


The whole ease is 


THE FIRST MILITIA REGIMENT. 

Sir E. T. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War why the men of the first 
Militia Regiment embarked for South 


Atrica were sent out in their winter | 


clothes, and why they were not equipped 
in khaki, or some other description of 
uniform suitable for active service in a’ 
tropical climate ; and can he say if the 


regiment was accompanied with « Maxim | 


gun ; if not, why not. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It was found im- 
possible to clothe this battalion in khaki | 
hefore it embarked, owing tu the very | 
heavy calls on the Clothing Department. | 
The khaki was ready shortly after, and 
will be dispatched in charge of an officer 
of the battalion. This officer will also , 


take out the machine gun, for instruction 
in the use of whieh he had remained | 
behind. 


Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.): 
| I beg at the same time to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether an 
order has been issued stating that 
Volunteer officers not holding line or 
Militia commissions who wish to volunteer 
for active service must do so as privates, 
and that on conforming with such order 
they will receive acting commissions ; if 
so, Whether or not such acting commis: 
sions would carry with them the usual 
provisions made for an officer of the line 
of the same rank on active service with 
regard to pay, allowances, pension, Kc. : 
‘and whether, on return from active ser 
vice a Volunteer ofticer would Jose seniority 
or might find that, his place having been 
filled in his absence, there was no vacancy 
for him in his own corps. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In replying to this 
question I will at the same time auswer 
the question put by my hon. friend the 
Member for the West Division of Salford. 
The Volunteer Act only applies to service 
‘in Great Britain, and confers no power 
outside it. It was therefore necessary 
| to enlist Volunteer officers, and to give 
them acting commissions. They are given 
‘temporary Army rank, and enjoy the 
| corresponding privileges as to pay, Xe. 
, On rejoining they will not lose seniority 

but will be held as supernumerary in the 
same way as officers of the Regular Army 


be rejoining from extra-regimental em 


ployment. 


VOLUNTEER RECRUITING. 
*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington,S.): 
I beg to ask the Under Sceretary of State 











‘COM 


for War is it the intention of the War 
Office to adhere to the Special Army Order 
of 2nd January, 1900, under which 
members of Volunteer corps on active 
service are te be considered super- 
numeraries, and to restrict recruiting 
to the normal strength of each corps. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: The effect of the 
Army order mentioned is to allow 
Volunteer corps to add as many new 
members as they have sent men to the 
front. The possibility of further extend- 
ing this permission so as to allow the 
corps to exceed its establishment is under 
consideration. 


VOLUNTEERS*AND RIFLE PRACTICE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War if he will con- 
sider the expediency of providing Volun- 
teers with better facilities than at present 
exist for practising shooting; and wi 
they be otherwise encouraged to obtain 
proficiency as marksmen. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Efforts have been 
and are being made to acquire suitable 
ranges for rifle practice. ‘The Volunteers 
will be given every encouragement to 
attain proficiency. 


NEW RIFLE RANGES. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: I beg to 
wsk the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state how many rifle 
ranges in Great Britain have been closed | 
within the last ten years, and what steps 
the Government are taking to secure a 
sufficiency of ranges for the due instrue- 
tion in rifle shooting of the defensive 
forces of the country. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A return of the 
ranges closed since 1890 was presented to | 
the House in June last, and is printed as 
Sessional Paper 251. Since the date of 
that return one range has been closed and 
nineteen new ranges have been con- 
structed or approved. Money is pro- 
vided in the Military Works Loan for 
new ranges for Regulars and Militia ; and ; 


Volunteers are assisted in acquiring ' 
ranges, 


LICHFIELD RIFLE RANGE. 


Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office if 


MONS} 
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|the purchase and construction of rifle 
| ranges has been set aside during the 
| press of work owing to the war, or if any 
| progress has been made, and especially 
' what progress has been made towards the 
‘range for Wittington Barracks, near 


‘Lichfield. 
| 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The purchase and 
construction of rifle ranges are proceed- 
‘ing, and are not affected by the war. 

The provisional order for the acquisition 
of land for the range at Lichfield has 
‘been signed, and the confirming Bill will 
be introduced in this House immediately, 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Have 
, the Government had under consideration 
the question of the improvement of the 
means of access to existing ranges ! 


*\In. WYNDHAM: | must ask for 
notice of that. 


INCORRECTLY SIGHTED RIFLES. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid): 
I beg toask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if the new Lee-Enfield rifles 
issued last week to the Loyal Suffolk 
Hussars, who have volunteered for the 
front, have been called in because they 
were incorrectly sighted for a thousand 
yards. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I propose to deal 
with this matter in the course of my 
speech to-night. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON : But I hope the 
hon. Gentleman will give me an answer. 
Some of these Volunteers sailed yesterday. 


FORCES AVAILABLE FOR HOME 
DEFENCE. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eve): | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is able to state 
approximately what is at the present 
moment the effective numerical strength 
of the Regular Army within the limits of 
the United Kingdom under the heads of 
household cavalry, cavalry of the line, 
royal artillery, royal engineers, foot 
guards, infantry of the line, and special 
service corps. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A statement will 


shortly be made as ‘to the military situa- 
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tion. It will include the information | proper superintendence, and reports fur- 
asked for. nished to the War Office, but they are 
confidential, and their publication would 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | not be in the public interest. 
AStirling Burghs) : Does the hon. Gentle- 
man mean that a printed statement will 
be laid on the Table, or that a verbal 
statement will be made on behalf of the 
Government ? 


ALLEGED OUTRAGE ON THE STOCK 
EXCHANGE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for the Home 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: So far as I have | Department whether he is aware that one 


contemplated it will be made verbally by | of the partners of a firm of brokers was 
the Secretary for War in another place, | 0” 15th January, when he entered the 
anda similar statement will be made by me | London Stock Exchange, knocked down 
in this House. We will consult as to | #4 kicked until he fainted by a crowd of 
whether any printed statement should | stock jobbers interested in the war with 
accompany it. the Transvaal, and that the perpetrators 
2 | of this outrage thus ill-used this gentle- 
Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): 1 beg | ™ under the erroneous belief that his 

‘firm had refused to keep open the place 


to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
: a : } 7 clerks w : a 
whether, in consideration of the fact that | Of two clerks who had volunteered fos 
after the brigades under orders have | (oor om err Pear whether om 
aie sisi, Sa ice: cihiiatihs Alle | Government intend to take any steps to 
sailed there will be practically no Regulars | sisuat Shy thts ak Bosities: § a this 
or organisation in the country, he will | ).""5 8 rage 
; disorder ; and whether, having regard te 


state what steps, if any, the Committee of , ; 
National Defence is prepared to propose | the fact that the Stock Exchange has becu 


for the protection of the United King- | previously the scene of riotous proceed- 
dom | ings in reference to the present war, he 


will take measures to prevent the repeti 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It has already | 0” of similar outbursts. 
been explained that a statement on this) [yr SECRETARY or STATE For 
subject will be made in a form more con-| +yex HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir \. 
venient than im answer to a question. Wuite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
| It was open to the person stated to have 











QUICK-FIRING GUN TRIALS. | 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether in 1896 trials of the 37 mm. 
automatic gun, which has been used in 
the present campaign by the Boers, were 
made at Shoeburyness; whether a year 
ago trials of modern quick-firing field 
guns, in competition with the service 
15-pounder, were carried out at Okehamp- 
ton; whether these trials took place 
under the supervision of experts appointed 
by the War Office; whether reports of 
the results of these trials were duly fur- 
nished to the War Office; and whether 
the Government will lay copies of the 
reports of these trials upon the Table of 
the House, 





*Mr. WYNDHAM: The trials alluded | 
to took place, though not at the dates 
named ; in the trial of the quick-firing 
guns mentioned in paragraph 2, the service 
12-pounder, not 15-pounder, was used. 
The trials were duly conducted under 








been assaulted to take proceedings, and | 
can take no action in the matter. The 
Stock Exchange is a private place, and it 
is the duty of the authorities of the Stock 
Exchange to take whatever steps are 
necessary to preserve order therein. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Having 
regard to the influence the Government 
possess over the Stock Exchange, will the 
right hon. Gentleman recommend the 
authorities to take action 4 


[No answer was given. | 


ISSUE OF TREASURY BILLS. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in what amounts, at what 


| dates, for what times, and at what rates 


have the Treasury bills under the Act of 
last session been issued. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks - BrAcu, 
Bristol, W.): (1) Issued on 15th Novem- 











rat) Question "2 


her, 1899, to the public, in twelve months 


bills, £1,000,000, at an average price of , 


£3 5s. 6d. per cent. per annum, and in six 
months bills, £2,000,000, at an average 
price of £3 18s. 4d. per cent. per annum. 
(2) Issued on 20th November, 1899, to 
the National Debt Commissioners, 
£500,000, in twelve months bills, at 
£3 5s. 6d. per cent. per annum, the rate at 


which the bills (1) were allotted to the , 


public. (3) Issued on 30th December, 


1899, to the Bank of England, £3,000,000, : 
in three months bills, at £4 per cent. per , 


annum. (4) Issued on 6th January, 
1900,. tothe public £1,000,000 in twelve 
months bills, at an average price of 
£4 3s. 7d. per cent. per annum. 


THE “VICTORIA AND ALBERT.” 

Sm I. GOURLEY: I beg to ask the 
Virst Lord of the Admiralty if he will be 
good enough to inform the House the 
cause of the capsizing of Her Majesty’s 
new yacht “ Victoria and Albert ” when 
in’ Pembroke Dry Dock; whether ex- 
tensive alterations are being made in the 
vessel's deck and masting arrangements ; 
will he also state the nature of her 
hallast and if there are water-ballast tanks 
in all the holds and peaks, and the yacht’s 
draught of water when empty and when 
filled; and where the coal bunkers are 
placed, and whether filled in part or 
wholly when the ship capsized. 


Mr. W. ALLAN: I beg at the same 
time to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty what was the number of tons of 
pig-iron ballast put into Her Majesty’s 
new yacht at Pembroke to bring the 
vessel into an upright position ; whether 
there is a serious mistake in her design, 
seeing the centre of gravity of the vessel 
18 too high, necessitating the adoption of 
iron ballasting to secure stability ; will 
this pig-iron ballast remain in her during 
her trials at sea ; if so, why will it not be 
removed so that the vessel’s stability as 
designed can be substantiated ; and what 
is the cost and nature of the repairs the 
vessel is now undergoing at Portsmouth 
Dockyard. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I think I had best 
answer these questions by a clear, consecu- 
tive statement of the actual facts. In the 
calculations on which the design of the 
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Royal yacht was based many of the 
weights, especially those connected with 
the structures composing the upper por- 
tion of the ship, must have been greatly 
under-estimated, and various additions to. 
these weights, among which was an in- 
crease in the height of the masts, were 
sanctioned during her construction for 
the sake of improving her appearance and 
comfort, under the idea that the original 
estimate had been a sufticiently liberal 
one to justify these changes. The result 
was that while the dockyard  ofticers 
supposed that at the time the vessel was 
floated she would be in the condition she 
was designed ‘to be in when empty of eoal 
and stores, and therefore perfectly safe, 
she was actually unstable when upright, 


‘and heeled over to a considerable angle. 


Owing to a defect in the caisson at the 
entrance to the dock the water could not 
he retained at its full height, and the 
vessel’s hilges rested on the blocks and 
against the side of the dock. <A con- 
siderable amount of crushing in of the 
outer bottom oecurred, but the inner 
hottom was only injured to a slight 
extent. This damage is now being made 
good at Portsmouth, and the cost is being 
kept separate. Until fresh calculations, 
which are in progress, have been made of 
all the weights that have still to go into 
the ship it is impossible to say exactly 
what the extent of the error in esti- 
mate was, or what alterations will be 
necessary to ensure satisfactory eondi- 
tions of stability, but they will probably 
include the shortening of the masts and 
funnels, the removal of a large quantity 
of silicate cotton which was introduced 
between the cabin bulkheads and in 
other places for the sake of deadening 
sound, and the removal of the greater 
part of the forecastle. In the alterations. 
that are made the greatest care will be 
taken to interfere as little as possible with 
either the comfort or appearance of the 
vessel, or with her efficiency in any way. 
When the vessel was first floated her 
bunkers and holds were empty. On 
leaving Pembroke she had 270 tons of 
coal on board, and about 550 tons of 
water and iron ballast. In this condition 
she had a mean draught of 19ft.  6in. 
On the passage from Pembroke to 
Portsmouth she experienced a heavy sea, 
and proved herself an excellent seaboat 
with very easy motion and a_ total 
absence of vibration from the engines. 
Sir W. White, who throughout his long 
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and distinguished career has had con- ; 


spicuous success in producing ships which 
have invariably almost exactly fulfilled 
their design, aecepts full responsibility 
for the mistake, for which at present he is 
unable to aecount. The matter will, of 
course, form the- subject of a careful 
inquiry as soon as the necessary caleula- 
tious to establish the actual facts have 
Inen completed, 


Mre W. ALLAN : May Task the right 
hon. Gentleman if it is the intention 
of the Admiralty authorities to keep pig- 
iron ballast in Her Majesty's yacht so as 
to render it stable ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The whole matter is 
under inquiry. I have nothing to add 
at present to what [have stated, and, of 
course, [shall he perfectly prepared to 
give every possible information, 


Mi. W. ALLAN : This is a matter of 
national importance. Do 1 understand 
from the right hon. Gentleman that there 
has been a mistake made, as his words 
imply, in the design of this yacht and in 
her construction, rendering her unstable 
tor Hler Majesty whenever she goes 
abroad ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : A mistake has been 
committed. That is fully acknowledged 
by Sir William White; but in remember- 
ing that mistake | trust the enormous 
services he has rendered to the shipping 
of the nation will not be forgotten. He 
admits he has made a mistake for which 
he is at present unable to account. 


Mr. W. ALLAN: Then—— 


_*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has fully answered 
the question. 


PACIFIC CABLE BOARD. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that the dilatory proceedings of 
the Pacific Cable Board have occasioned 
considerable disappointment and dissatis- 
faction in the colonies concerned ; and 
whether he ean state the position in which 
this important Imperial undertaking now 
stands. 


Mr J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Pacific 
Cable Committee have held two meetings, 
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and are making inqniries with a view to 
the settlement of a definite scheme. 
These inquirics, relating as they do to- 
technical questions, necessarily take 
time, but I have no doubt that there will 
be no avoidable delay. 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY’S 
CONCESSLONS. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg te ask the Seere 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
certain concessions have recently been 
granted to the Eastern Telegraph Com 
pany asregards the opening of independent 
offices in the Australian capitals in cor- 
nection with their proposed new eable from 
South Africa to Australia ; and whether 
there is any ground for the apprehension 
that these concessions will seriously affect. 
the financial success of the cable that is 
about to be laid from Canada to Australia 
under the auspices: of the Imperial, 
Canadian, and’ Australian Governments. 


Mn. J. CHAMBERLAIN ; The appli- 
cation of the Eastern Extension Telegraph 
Company was, | understand, under the 
consideration of the Australian Premicrs 
at their Conference Jast week, but I have 
not yet becminformed whether they have 
arrived at a deeision. The bearing of 
the application on the prospects of the 


‘Pacifie cable will no doubt have: been: 


carefully considered by them: 


ANGLO-GERMAN SECRET TREATY. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreigr: 
Aflairs whether the secret treaty between 
Great Britain and Germany, with refer 
ence to Afriea, will be communicated, 
either in its full terms or so as to convey 
its effect to this House; can he state 
generally the subjects to which it refers ; 
and can he, consistently with the interests 
of the public service, give any information 
regarding it. 


*THr UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): I am 
not in a position to give the House any 
information on this subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL.: Will the: 


right hon. Gentleman kindly state the 
date of the treaty ? Was it a few days. 


before the meeting of Parliament in: 


October last ? 


{No answer was given. ]; 
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FAMINE IN INDIA. 
Sik W. WEDDERBURN  (Banft- 
shire): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of 
‘State for India whether he can state the , 
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inquiry. I have communicated with the 
North-Eastern Railway Company, and 
the manager informs me that the un- 
injured cattle were placed in a_ field 


number of persons on famine relief in the | adjoining the railway, and that they were 
affected districts of India, the extent of | removed the morning after the accident. 


the area and the population affected, and | 
the estimated cost of relief up to 31st | 
March and afterwards; and, whether he 
will now suggest to the Lord Mayor of | 
London the expediency of opening a 
Mansion House Fund for subscriptions in 
this country. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The number | 


of persons in receipt of famine relief in 


India at the end of Januaty is 1 seal 


mately 3,500,000. The population 
«affected by the famine is estimated at 
49 millions, of which 22 millions are in 
territory administered by the British 
Government, and 27 millions in the 
territories of native princes. The area 
affected is about 550,000 square miles, of 


which 150,000 are in British territory | 


and 400,000 in native territory. The 


relief expenditure up to the end of Mareh | 


1900 is calculated to be between 3 and 4 
crores of rupees. No accurate estimate 
of the probable relief expenditure after 
that date can at present be made. As 


regards the last part of the question I) 
Baronet to the | 
<orrespondence which has passed between | 
the Lord Mayor and myself on the, 


would .refer the hon. 


subject. 


‘(HEXHAM RAILWAY ACCIDENT. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : I beg 


:to ask the President of the Beard of Trade | 


No person was injured. 


| DUBLIN MUSEUM—REMOVAL OF OLD 


FURNITURE. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
explain why the authorities at South 
' Kensington have removed from the 
Dublin Museum attractive old furniture 
| that was so much admired by visitors, 
i and of so much use to the Dublin people 
as models to manufacture from ; whether 
he is aware that a catalogue was arranged 
for sale in the Dublin Museum incor- 
porating furniture removed ; and whether 
| he can state what course he intends to 
take to get this furniture returned to 
| Dublin Museum. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The furniture in question 
was a loan from the Circulation Division 
of the Victoria and Albert Museum from 
the collection which it circulates to the 
Dublin and other museums in the United 
Kingdom. The loan has been left fora 
long period, but is now required for 
another museum. The furniture removed 
was included in the catalogue mentioned 
by mistake. 


whether he will cause an inquiry to be | 


nade respecting the accident to a cattle 


train which occurred on 31st October, | 
1898, between the stations of Fourstones | 
and Hexham, on the road to Newcastle ; | 


Whether he is aware that, owing to the 


breakage of couplings and a subsequent | 


collision, many cattle were killed and 


-others seriously injured, and the re-, 
mainder were detained 28 hours in transit | 
ifor a distance of about 60 miles; and | 
whether the railway company made any | 


report of this accident. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHE BOARD | 


ok TRADE (Mr. Rircuir, Croydon) : 
The accident referred to was not reported 
by the company. They were not under 
legal obligation to report it, and the 
Statute does not provide for an official 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT-- 
SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS. 

sm J. T. WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether it is 
the intention of the Government, during 
the present session, to introduce a Bill to 
extend the provisions of the Workmen's 
Compensation Act, 1897, to agricultural 
labourers and other classes of workmen 
not now comprised within the Act ; and, 
| if so, when such Bill will be introduced. 


| *sin’ M. WHITE RIDLEY : The 
| Government have always hoped to be 
| able to propose an extension of this Act, 
‘but under present circumstances we can- 

not see our way to promising such pro 
| posals during this session. 
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Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre-{ Tuk FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
tary of State for the Home Department ! THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
whether he has received a resolution from ton): The practice of the Treasury is to 
a meeting of the Dockers’ Union, held in | ascertain and sift the facts of the case by 
Dublin, protesting against the decision | correspondence with the parties con- 
of a judge excluding casual labourers | cerned, and, having done so, and having 
from the benefit of the Working Men’s | referred to the statutes affecting the case 
Compensation Act; and whether the as well as to previous decisions, if any, to 
Government intend to introduce an calculate the sum which should be awarded 
amending Act in respeet to casual according to the provisions of the Seventh 
labourers, and to the definitions of Schedule to the Local Government (Ire- 
factory, machinery and plant, buildings, land) Act, 1898. Before a decision is 
scaffoldings, distance of fall, time for ser- finally made, an opportunity is always 
vice of riotice and claim, and also other: given to the county council to put its 
points which have been legally inter- | views on the case before the Treasury by 
preted against the interests of the work-. letter. When a difficult question of law 
ing men. eee an Treasury or its legal 
‘cannes sit i fs . advisers. I am not aware of any objec- 
“Sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes. I tion, on principle, to granting iis cadens 
received a copy of the resolution. The asked for, but I think it would be better 
hon. Member was himself good enough to wait until at least a year has elapsed 
to send it to me. I have seen It stated | since the Local Government (Ireland) 
that there is to be an appeal against the | Act, 1898, came into operation (Ist April, 
decision in question. | Whatever the’ 1899), as the appeals as yet decided are 
result of the appeal may be, there are no few. : 
doubt several points in the Act as to, 
which amendment will eventually be \fp, DILLON: I heg to ask the Chief 
necessary ; but I do not think that the Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Act can be said to have been interpreted | Treland whether he has any objection to 
at all generally against the interests of | grant a return showing the result of the 
working men. I have already stated, in action of the Local Government Board for 
answer to a previous question, that We Treland in fixing the remuneration of 
cannot see our way to legislation on this county and district council officials in 


subject at the present moment. ‘Ireland where there was an appeal to 
‘them from the sums fixed by those 

IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT councils ; and what inquiry was made, if 
OFFICIALS. any, by the Local Government Board 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- before they fixed the amount, and 
tary to the Treasury what procedure has whether they consulted with the county 
leen adopted by his Department for the | and district councils concerned in every 
consideration of claims put before it by; case before finally determining the 
way of appeal from the amounts of com- amount in order to have their views on 
pensation fixed for existing officers who | the subject. 
have refused to act, or are not employed | 
by the county councils in Ireland, under, THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
the provisions of the Local Government LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Act, 1898, and whether auy opportunity, | Central): The salaries of “ existing” 
and what, is given for the views of the officers of county and district councils 
county council being put before the; have not yet all been fixed. I see 
Department in respect of these claims, | no objection to the publication of the 
and how the Departments act whena,return as soon as it is complete. In 
difficult question of law arises affecting | August last the Local Government Board 
the right of the applicant to any compen-} wrote to each county and urban district 
sation, and which there is not provided | council inviting their observations upon 
hy the statute any power to determine by | the claims made by their officers for in- 
the Irish courts of law; and whether | creased remuneration under Section 115 
he has any objection to grant a return | (18) of the Local Government Act, and 
showing the results of the appeals in these | all representations received from the 
cases up to the present to his Depart- | councils in response to this request, as 
ment. well as all entries on the minutes of their 
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proceedings upon the same subject, re- | CORK STAMP OFFICE. 
evived full consideration from the Board.| Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
|ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
Mi. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Has the} whether any steps are being taken to 
yuestion of the legality of all these claims | transfer the Stamp Office in Cork from 
been taken into eonsideration by the} the Custom House to some more con. 
Local Government Board ? venient centre. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes. |; Mr. HANBURY; The question of 

" transferring the Inland Revenue Offices 

Carrain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Were | in Cork from the Custom House to some 

the couneil in each individual case con- | more eentral position is under considera- 

sulted ! tion by the Commissioners of Inland 

‘Revenue and the Board of Works in 

Mr. G, W. BALFOUR: The Board's | Ireland—but no definite scheme has so 
functions were contined to the operation | far been formulated. 

of the [15th Seetion, Sub-section 18. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork. N.): Will the TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION IN 
ame plau apply z a ty a sah We oat ie eee 
si . - ap cCHses s i a- . Sect 4 
tion 1 i Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
Me. G. W. BALFOUR: [ must ask: representing the Postmaster General, 
for notice of that question. whether the Postmaster General has 
received representations from the Cork 
; ih eeco tS ’ _ + Chamber of Shipping and Commerce as to 
PARCEL POST BETWEEN ENGLAND | the great want M trunk telephonic i 
AND THE UNITED STATES. 5 ti . ' Cork a th cig) 
munication between Cork and the neigh 
SNNIKER HEATON (Canter- : ae ; i 
: Ma. sow roa ag “eg ON pogo bouring cities and towns of the South of 
Tea pie Sees he Pac to the Treland ; and what steps are being taken 
re asury, as representing the Fostmaster | +, pemedy this grievance. 
(teneral, whether more than fourteen ‘ 
years have elapsed since negotiations | fy, HANBURY: The Cork Chamber 
commenced with a view to establishing | o¢ Commerce and Shipping ask to have 
yi — q “pp . € ¢ H . " . ‘ 5, os . 
a post between England and the | direct trunk wire communication esta! 
se States ; a9 hether he is aware lished hetween Cork and Youghal, Mallow, 
t vat there is a parcel post arrangement | Tralee, Fermoy, Dungarvan, and Water- 
hetwoen the United States and several | ford. There are at present no telephone 
british colonies ; and whether a parcel ‘exchanges in any of these towns excep: 
post has heen established between Ger- | Tralee “and Waterford. At Tralee the 
many and the United States. jnumber of exchange subscribers is very 
oe small. Efficient trunk wire communica 
> \f > - The anewe eer - - “ 
' Mu. HANBURY : The answer to all! tion hetween Cork and Waterford is 
nemniet paragraphs o the hon, Member's ‘already provided, though not by a direct 
question is in the affirmative, Renewed | cirenit, hut the number of messages is 
proposals for a parcel post with this! jes. than twe a day on the average. 
country lave recently been made to the | There seems, therefore, no prospect that 
EE Oe ‘J Sa ae ae ‘ e's eke. Z 
United States Post Office, and the Post the amount of business would give any 
master (reneral hopes soon to receive a adequate return for the large outlay 
favourable reply. ‘involved in carrying out the proposals ; 
| but if local guarantees are given the trunk 
but if local g t g the trunk 


CORK POST OFFICE. | wires will be provided. 
Mi. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to} 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as, ERISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
representing the Postmaster General, ; BLECTION PETI: IONS. 
when the work of extending the Cork; Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chiet 
Post Office will be commenced. | Seeretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 


land if he will consent to publish as‘a 
Mr. HANBURY: It is hoped that the | Parliamentary Paper the judgments de- 
work will be begun in April next. j livered by the Commissioners selected to 
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uy the Local Government Election ; Government insert a clause in their proe 


Petitions in Ireland during 1899, prefaced , 


by a brief statement of the grounds upon 
which the petition was brought and the 
relief claimed by the petitioner. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The cost of the 
preparation of a return such as is indicated 
in the question would be very great, and it 
does not appear to me that its publication 
would serve any useful object commen- 
surate with the expense. Under the 
civecumstances, I am unable to consent to 
the return. 


ikRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ORDERS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant. of Treland whether he ean explain 
why it is that the Return of Rules and 
Orders issued under the Irish Local 
Government Act, ordered to be printed 
lust August, has not yet been issued to 
Vembers, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I understand 
ihat this return, which is a very volumi- 
nous one, will be ready for distribution 
in the course of a day or two. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Will it be 
kept up to date 4 


IRISH DISTRICT COUNCILLORS’ 
DISQUALIFICATIONS, 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, seeing 
that. the Local Government Board have 
stated that five tenants of cottages erected 
wider the Labourers Acts who have been 


elected to the Kilmacthomas Rural! 
District Council are disqualified from 
acting as rural district councillors, | 


the Local Government Board have decided 
that they are also disqualified from 


acting as guardians; whether steps will | 


he taken to have a test case under Article 
12 (5) of the Order in Council on the 


subject, decided ; whether the members | 


of the Kilmacthomas Rural District 
Council referred to had acted for a con- 


siderable time before the Local Govern- | 


ment Board called their attention to the 
above-mentioned view of the law; and, 


| pleted. 


posed Amending Act dealing with «a 
matter of much interest in most parts of 
Ireland. 

W. The Local 


Mr. G. BALFOUR : 


Government Board’s attention has been 


called to the fact that tenants of labourers’ 
cottages, acting as district councillors, 
have voted for a reduction in the cottage 
rents, and the Board have heen advised 
that tenants of these cottages are dis- 
qualified by the provisions of Article 12 
(4) (e) of the Application of Enactments 
Order from being members of a «istrict 
council, by reason of their being con 
cerned in a bargain or contract with the 
district council. Disqualification from 
acting as « rural district councillor would 
carry with it a disqualification from 
acting as guardian, The Local Govern 
ment Board are about to take steps to | 
obtain a judicial decision on the subject 
in order to test the correctness of the 
opinion which they have expressed on 
the subject. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL GRANTS, 

Cartan DONELAN: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Lreland whether the proportion of the 
agricultural grant allotted to the relief of 
oceupiers under the Local Government 


: (Ireland) Act has been found sufficient to 


cover half the county cess trpon agricul 
tural land on the basis of the standard 
year ; and whether steps will be taken to 
make good any deficiency. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The propor- 
tion of the Agricultural Grant, in respect 


of county cess, is, in each county, « fixed 


sum equal to one-half the amount certified 
to have been raised by county cess during 
the standard year. It cannot, as vet, be 
stated whether this sum is equal to one- 
half the present year’s rate, as the audits 
of the accounts have not yet been com- 
Whether the amount will prove 


equal to the proportion of the poor rate 


to be raised for county charges in succeed 
ing years will largely depend upon 
whether the county and district councils 
are economical in their administration, or 
‘the reverse. If the rate for county 
| purposes exceeds the standard year rate, 


if it is found that these five tenants of | the Government will not make up the 


cottages are disqualified from acting as 
district councillors or guardians, will the 


| deficiency in the grant, nor in the event 


‘of the rate being below that of the 
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the Councils. 


Cartan DONELAN : If the amount is | 
not sufficient to meet the sum raised | 
during the standard year, will the | 
deficiency be made good ! 


Mr. G, W. BALFOUR: 


replied to that question. 


I have already 


ROAD MAINTENANCE IN IRELAND. 

Cartain DONELAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the 
desirability of giving labourers in Ire- 
land an opportunity of undertaking the 
maintenance and repair of roads, steps 
will be taken to empower the various 
councils to carry out this work by means 
of direct employment. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : 
power, under the existing law, to give 
effect to the suggestion contained in this 
question. The matter, however, 
the consideration of the Government. 

Mr. FLYNN: Is the right’ hon. 
Gentleman aware that power is given to 
the County Councils under the English 
Local Government Act ‘ 

Mr. G,. W. 


BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


RELIGIOUS CONVICTIONS OF 
JUDGES, 


IRISH 


Mr. DALY: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that out of 
18 judges in the superior courts in Ire- 
land only three are Roman Catholics : 
and seeing that another Protestant 
judge has heen appointed within the past | 
few days in a country where two-thirds | 
of the population are Roman Catholics, | 
whether he can devise any means of ; 
remedying this state of things. | 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the attirmative. | 
With respect | to the second paragraph, it | 
would appear to me impracticable and | 
mischievous to lay down any rule which 


should make religion the determining 
qualification — in 
judges. 


“the appointment — of 
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standard year will they demand that any | 
portion of the grant shall be refunded by | 


There is no! 


is under | 
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IRISH PROBATE DUTY. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I bey to 
_ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lien 
‘tenant of Ireland will he explain why in 
the case of the Roscommon County 
| Council only half the amounts payable in 
respect of probate duties on behalf of the 
| different poor law unions in Roscommon, 
and half the amounts payable in respect 
of medical and educational expenditure 
and sanitary salaries, have been lodged to 
the credit of the council, and whether it 
is intended to lodge the remaining half 
with the county treasurer hefore 31st 
March next, so that allowance may be 
‘made for these sums in the rate to be 
struck for the half-year from _ last 
September to next March. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There has 
been some delay in the distribution of the 
probate duty grant owing to new rules 
having to be made by the Privy Couneil, 
dealing with this matter. It is hoped, 
however, that two instalments will be dis- 
: tributed before the 3lst of March next. 
The recoupments in respect of medicai 
and educational expenditure incurred in 
unions, and of sanitary salaries paid in 
rural districts during the half-year ended 
‘the 30th September last, will be made: 
hefore the 31st of March. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: 

Secretary to 

Ireland 


I beg to ask the Chief 
the Lord Lieutenant of 
whether the Government will 
introduce a Bill to amend the Inter- 
mediate Education Act of 
whether they will assist an Irish Member 


to introduce and pass a measure of 
amendment. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, a 


sill is being prepared and will be intro- 
duced hefore very long. 


IRELAND AND THE ALLOTMENTS 
ACT. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Government intend 
to extend the Allotments Act to Ireland: 


this session. 


Mr. G. W, 
pledge. 


3ALFOUR : 


I can give no. 


1879, or 
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Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to ask | 


Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
any Bill or Bills codifying Irish Statutes 
will be introduced this year. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
any undertaking that a measure of the 
kind suggested “will be introduced this 
session. 


JUDICIAL RENTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. FLAVIN: 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that tenants’ 
applications from Ballymacelligot and 
Castleisland districts to have judicial rents 
fixed have been lodged since March 1898 ; 
and whether, owing to the great delay 
that has been frequently caused in the 
hearing of fair rent applications, some 


ithe Crown and the 





Clerk of the House. 


294 
CODIFICATION OF IRISH STATUTES. {| the clergy of the Church of Er igland to 


obey the Prayer Book and the rules and 
ordinances of the Church as laid down by 
decisions of the 


' courts. 


I beg to ask the Chief | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer is 
in the negative. 





RESIGNATION OF THE CLERK Ol 
THE HOUSE—VOTE OF THANKS Tu: 
SIR R. PALGRAVE. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 


‘'SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 


representations will he made to the Land - 


Commission to have more frequent sittings 
of that body. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: T understand 
the fact is as stated in the first paragraph. 
A subCommission sat in Tralee in 
October last for the hearing of cases from 
the districts mentioned, and a_ further 
sitting will be arranged for by the Land 
Commissioners at as early a date as 
possible, 


IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS. 
sin G. ESMONDE (Kerry, West): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
what steps the Government propose to 
take with reference to the 


ornaments recently acquired by the 
British Museum. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There has 


Irish gold , 


heen a most regrettable delay in connec: | 


tion with this matter. Up to the present 
time we have not obtained the decision of 
the English law officers upon certain 
special points submitted to them. I 
understand that that decision will soon be 


communicated to the Government, and as | 


soon as it is communicated to the Govern- 
ment [ shall be happy to inform the 
House on the matter. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if Her Majesty’s 
Government contemplate _ introducing 


legislation early this session to compel 


E.): I gave notice on Tuesday last that 
I would today ask the House to pass a 
vote of thanks to their late Clerk, Sir 
Reginald Palgrave. 1 need not, I am 
sure, insist at any length upon the pro- 
priety of that course, which I am certain 
meets the wishes of every single gentle- 
man I am addressing. Sir Reginald 
Palgrave was not only fitted for his office 
by great knowledge of Parliamentary 
tradition and Parliamentary learning ; he 
not only had that essential requisite » for a 
Clerk of this House, a great knowledge 
of the long history and tradition which 
lies behind us, but he had, what is per- 
haps even more important in one in his 
place, that invariable courtesy which made- 
him the adviser to whom all, whatever 
their opinions, whatever their standing in 
the House, could apply, with the certainty 
that he would give them not only a cour- 
teous answer, but all the assistance which 
his great knowledge enabled him to give. 
Under these circumstances I shall only be- 
giving expression to the general view 
when I ask the House to concur in the 
following resolution- 


“ That Mr, Speaker be requested to convey 
to Sir Reginald Francis Douce Palyrave,. 
K.C.B., on his retirement from the office of 
Clerk of the House, the assurance of its sincere 
appreciation of the valuable aid it has derived 
from his intimate acquaintance with the law 
and custom of Parliament, acquired during 
upwards of forty-six years of deveted service 
in different offices, of which thirty-one have 
been passed at the Table of the House, where 
his accurate knowledge and ready advice have 
rendered constant assistance to the House and 
its Members in the conduct of its ever-increas- 
ing business.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not know that 
this motion requires anything in the way 
of seconding, but [am sure I speak the 
opinion of all on this side of the House in 
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saying that we entirely concur with the | 


right hon. Gentleman in the appreciation 
which he has in such felicitous terms 
expressed of the services of Sir Reginald 
Palgrave, and that we shall all unite 


heartily in this public recognition of his | 


services. 


Resolved, nemin 
Mr. Speaker be requested to convey to 


Sir Reginald Francis Douce Palgrave, , 
K.C.B., on his retirement from the oftice | 


of Clerk of this House, the assurance of 
its sincere appreciation of the valuable 


aid it has derived from his intimate , 


acquaintance with the Jaw and custom of 
Parliament, acquired during upwards of 
forty-six years of devoted service in 
different. offices, of which thirty-one have 
been passed at the Table, where his 
accurate knowledge and ready advice have 
rendered constant assistance to the House 
and its Members in the conduct of its 
ever-increasing business.-—(Ur. A. J. 
L dfour.) 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


{Tairp Days DEBATE} 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment | 30th January] to 
(Juestion oe January], “That an 
humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, as followeth—- 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
‘United Kingdom of Great Britain and 


Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg | 


leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 


Houses of Parliament.”-—(Captain Prety- | 


an. ) 


And which Amendment was, “ At the 
-end of the Question, to add the words— 


‘But we humbly express our regret. at the 
‘want of knowledge, foresight, and judgment 


in their conduct of South African affairs since 


1895 and in their preparations for the war | 


pow proceeding.””—(Lord Edmond Fitz- 


aurice. ) 


Question again proposed, “That those 
‘words. be there added.” 
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contradicente, That | 


'on tothat of Inkerman. 
displayed by Your Majesty's advisers, alike : 
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Debate resumed. 


*Sir CHARLES) DILKE (Gloucester 
| shire, Forest of Dean): In one of Shake- 
| speare’s plays, the first part of * Henry 
VI.,” a messenger comes in to the council 
and tells what is the state of things prevail- 
‘ing with regard to the British arms in 
France. He relates there a state of 
things which is very similar to that 
existing as regards our arms in South 
Africa now. | have no doubt that the 
messenger was not a popular person at 
the time he made that speech, and that 
the leading member of the couneil had 
the same view with regard to his state- 
ments of fact as the First Lord of the 
Treasury has with regard to this debate, 
‘namely, that the country takes no interest 
init at all. But I cannot help thinking 
there have been, and will be, matters 
raised in this debate in which the 
country does take the very deepest 
interest. | certainly have become aware 
of such an interest by the ordinary means 
by which a Member of this House obtains 

information as to the opinions of lis own 
constituents. We need hardly dwell upon 
the winter through which we have passed. 
There is hardly a Member of this House 
,—I doubt if there is one— who has not 
relatives or dear friends either dead, 
wounded, prisoners at’ Pretoria, or dying 
of typhoid in one of those entrenched 
camps the history of which, as has been 
said by the greatest of military writers, is 
inextricably mixed up with the histors 
of capitulations. ‘The country has gone 
through an awful winter, and under our 
constitutional system there are persons 
responsible, and we have to examine the 
nature and character of that responsibility. 
‘Some Government speakers who during 
ithe recess have addressed the comuitry 
‘have drawn certain comparisons between 
the occurrences in this war and those in 
the Crimean War. ‘There is this great 
difference, that in the Crimean War the 
arms of this country met with no single 
check. We went even in that terrible 
autumn and winter from the vietyry of 
the Alma to the victory of Balaclava and 
Throughout the 
whole of the Crimean War the British 
arms never met with a check at all. 
[‘Redan.”] What oceurred in that in 
stance? ‘The town was taken, it was 
| evacuated that night. There was a slight 
‘repulse, but the town was evacuated on 
| the night of the great attack, and Sebu- 
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topol fell with losses, even in the final 
attack, which are small compared with 
the losses we have suffered in this cam- 
paign, and without a single prisoner being 
taken. I remember—I am sorry to say [| 
am old enough—on the night of the fire- 
works of the peace illumination at the 
close of the war—I was a child in the 
crowd—-I passed the residence of a 
Member of this House who had illumi- 
nated his house with a transparency, in 
which he said, “This is a mourning for a 
war disgracefully conducted.” I confess 
that I believe the present war has been 
far more disgracefully conducted than the 
Crimean War had been, and that the 
mourning is far more applicable to this 
case. Now, with regard to the checks or 
reverses —that is the accepted phrase—we 
are really afraid in these days to talk 
about “ disasters.”—the First Lord of the 
Treasury at Manchester distinctly stated 
there had been ‘no disaster.” There has 
been no single great engagement in 
which we have met with an absolute 
disaster, but for the first time in our 
military history there has been a suc- 
cession of checks or reverses —unredeemed 
as they have been by a single great mili- 
tary success in the whole course of 
the war—in many of which we 
have left prisoners in the enemy's 
hands. We began with the abandonment 
of the entrenched camp at Dundee, and 
of the great accumulation of stores that 
had been made there, of the wounded and 
of the dying general, and we lost the head- 
quarters of a regiment of cavalry that 
tried a cavalry pursuit. We lost the 
headquarters of two battalions at Nichol- 
son’s Nek; we lost the headquarters of 
one battalion and a very large portion of 
another battalion in the repulse at Storm- 
berg ; we lost the colonel, most of the field 
officers, and the whole of one company 
of the Suffolks on another occasion. These 
headquarters of cavalry, and the principal 
portion of the remaining men of five 
battalions of British infantry, are now 
prisoners at Pretoria, not to speak of 
what happened to the Highland Brigade 
at Magersfontein, or of the loss of the 
guns in the repulse at the Tugela, or of 
the fact that thirteen of our field guns, 
besides a mountain battery, are now 
in the enemy’s hands. The loss of guns 
in proportion to our small strength of 
guns is equivalent to the loss of some 
300 guns by the German army. None 


of these events constitutes what the First | 
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Lord of the Treasury calls a disaster. 
Probably he is right. But can any 
Member of this House deny that the net 
result of these proceedings has been 
disastrous to the belief of the world in 
our ability to conduct awar? Therefore, 
if there has been, as the right hon. 
Gentleman says, no one disaster, surely 
the result of the proceedings has been one 
disastrous to the credit of this country. 
There has been one immense redemption 
of that disaster, which is that all the 
Powers, however hostile, have very 
frankly acknowledged on these occasions 
the heroism of the officers and men. Our 
military reputation, which undoubtedly 
never stood lower in the eyes of the 
world than at the present moment, is 
redeemed in that respect, and the in- 
dividual courage of officers and men 
never stood higher in the estimate of the 
world than it does now. It seems to me 
to be a patriotic duty of those who 
have in the past discussed in this 
House the question of Cabinet re- 
sponsibility for military preparations 
to discuss the question now ; to see who 
is responsible, whom I will not say we 
will hang, but whom we are to hold 
hlameworthy in the highest degree for 
what has occurred. I believe that the 
opinion is attributed, to the Prime 
Minister that the British Constitution is 
not a fighting machine. I am told he has 
thrown doubt upon the working of the 
British Constitution as a Constitution 
which will allow this country successfully 
to go to war. That is a very serious 
matter. The Constitution of this country 
has been maintained as a fighting machine 
by the Members of this House who are 
now responsible for the Administration. 
No one has ever put the doctrine of 
Cabinet responsibility for preparation for 
war higher than it has always been put 
by the present Leader of the House, and 
anything more direct than the conflict on 
that point, as on many others, between his 
opinion and the opinion of the Prime 
Minister it is impossible to conceive. 
Some of us have sometimes been charged 
with a certain measure of heresy upon 
this point. The suggestions I have made 
have never been those which have been 
made by some of my friends as to the 
appointment of a soldier invested with 
all power, in imitation of the Prussian 
system. I have always recognised the 


necessities of our constitutional situation, 
and, though the First Lord has sometimes 


L Third Day. 
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charged me, or appeared to charge me, 
with holding these heretical views, as a 


fact | have always agreed with him on | 


this point. The suggestion which I made 
was a suggestion that all Army reform 
should be accomplished in this country by 
the Prime Minister, that the Prime 
Minister should take the office of Secre- 
tary of State for War, as the only man 
in the Cabinet who would be strong 
enough to carry this reform through. 
No one has put Cabinet responsibility so 
high as the First Lord of the Treasury 
undoubtedly has, and he must see that 
this is the occasion when that doctrine of 
Cabinet responsibility must be pressed 
home, and responsibility for what has 
occurred must be there. The right hon. 
Gentieman seems to doubt that he has ever 
putthatdoctrine so high. We shall see. On 
Thursday last the right hon. Member who 
preceded me in this debate—the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs— 
delivered a speech, and made a statement 
which he did not make again last night, 
and a similar statement was made in this 
debate from the benches,opposite. The 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs said 
that all which had been done in this war 
had been “solely dictated by military 
advice,” and “ military advice alone de- 
termined all that had been done.” I 
should like the House to consider what 
that statement means. The right hon. 
Gentleman was the member who, on 
three occasions, brought the question of 
the ammunition supplies of this country 
before the House: it was he who 
moved the amendment which turned 
out the Rosebery Administration on 
the cordite debate, and he — led 
the lisenssion on two — subsequent 
occasions on which we debated the same 
question. At the opening of the next 
Parliament the whole question of Minis- 
terial responsibility for war preparation 
was thoroughly and exhaustively con- 
sidered by this House. | confess that I 
did not expect to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman—who, on those three ocea- 
sions, so firmly pressed, to the very 
extinction of the Government itself, the 
dloctrine of Cabinet responsibility—as_ it 
were sheltering the Cabinet behind mili- 
tary advice, advice which he rejected, as 
also did the Leader of the House, with 
scorn upon that occasion. There was a 
dispute in the second debate as to what 
the exact nature of that military advice 
may have been, and finally we got out the 
Stir Charles Dilke. 
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facts in the third debate. When the 
Government was defeated, the hon. 
Gentleman opposite and the First Lord 
of the Treasury absolutely declined to 
accept thav plea of military advice, and 
maintained the sound constitutional view 
of absolute Cabinet responsibility for pre- 
paration for war. [| agreed with that view 
at the time, and I do so now. I feel it a duty 
to myself, and to all who hold the same 
opinion as [ do, to press home this cloc- 
trine of Cabinet responsibility on this 
occasion. In that debate the hon. Member 
who seems likely to follow me in this 
debate-the present Under Secretary for 
war—-took part. He was then a private 
Member and warmly occupied his mind 
upon this question, and he used these 
words 


“Tf they were overwhelmed by disasters 
the Minister for War would be held re- 
sponsible.” 


Not only he, but the whole Cabinet are re- 
sponsible, and the present Leader of the 
House in following the hon. Member in that 
debate emphasised that fact, and pointed 
out the importance of complete Cabinet 
responsibility. That doctrine was em- 


phatically maintained. There — are 
practical reasons why this — ques 
tion should be pressed home on this 


occasion. This is obviously the time to 
press it home if ever it should be done, 
and it seems to me that such practical 
reasons are to be found in two considera- 
tions. We have been told that at the 
beginning of every war it is always fated 
that there should be muddling. We have 
been told it from both sides of the House 
that we always begin by muddling our 
wars. If there is one fact more certain 
than another it is that, in future wars, 
not with Boer Republics but with great 
Powers, there will be no time for 
muddling at the beginning of war, and 
it is vital that this muddling should he 
guarded against. If we are to look 
forward as a matter of certainty 
that this country is always to 
muddle at the beginning of a war, 
then we may look forward with almost 
certainty to defeat. The other considera- 
tion which I venture to put forward upon 
this subject is that [ believe the Govern- 
ment even now do not fully realise what 
this war, begun as they began it, still 
involves. I believe that pressure upon 
this point, with reflection upon what has 
passed and their responsibility for what 
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has occurred, may help in bringing home 
to them the great responsibility which 
still lies upon them in this respect. I 
have the strongest possible feeling as to 
what has happened up to the present, and 
{ regard it as vital for the future that we 
should guard against any such recur- 
rence. [ do not despair even now 
of the military situation of the present 
war, and [ do not accept those prophecies 
of evil in regard to the war which some 
Members have pronounced. I am _ con- 
vinced that it is our duty now to state 
the facts connected with the present war 
to the House as they appear to us with 
regard to the responsibility of the Cabinet 
in the matter of the deficiency of their 
knowledge and their military prepara- 
tions. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs threw out a challenge to us in 
which he said 

‘They had not heard the detinite charge as 


to ‘uilitary preparations. Let them give us 
the facts.’ 


| will try to answer that challenge, and 
give facts to the Government and to the 
House which at all events appear to us to 
demand an answer fromthe Government 
which they have not yet received. I do 
not wish to press the question of 
what was known to “the man in 
the street.” I understand that the 
man in the street knew as much as 
the Government as to whether at a cer- 
tain time, when military preparations 
might have been made, there would or 
would not have been war. That admis- 
sion of ignorance at that time is followed 
by a more definite statement of ignorance 
as to Whether there would or would not 
have been war with the two Republics, if 
war came at all. This question has been 
left in a singular position by the discussion 
across the Table of the House between 
the two Leaders the other day. The 
speech to which reference was made, but 
which was not quoted, was delivered at 
Dewsbury on the 28th of November last, 
and these were the words used by the 
Leader of the House. He said— 

“Tf | had been asked two months ago 
whether it was likely we should be at war 
with the Orange Free State, I should have said 
‘You might as well expect us to be at war 
with Switzerland.’ They, were loyal friends, 


from whom we had nothing: to fear, and who 
had nothing to fear from us.” 


That statement seems to me to be an 
amazing one in face of the facts. The 
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House will note that the papers circu- 
lated here this morning bear upon this 
question, but at all events we know that, 
as the Leader of the Opposition remarked 
at the time, there was a public alliance 
between these two Republics, and that 
alliance had been strengthened after the 
raid and the conspiracy at Johannesburg 
with every element of publicity. There 
had been meetings and banquets, and 
speeches made by the two Presidents had 
been published to the world in which it 
was openly declared to be their common 
intention to wage war jointly if war 
could not be averted. There has been a 
White-book published this morning, and in 
it you will find that the Government knew 
on the 6th of September that “ every pre- 
paration had been made by the Orange Free 
State” in the event of war to “attack 
Natal upon short notice,” and that all the 
Free State farmers who generally stayed 
in Natal had already “trekked ” from 
that State and sacrificed their sheep. 
Those facts were before the Govern- 
ment early in September. On the 
21st of September there was a speech 
made by the President of the Orange Free 
State in the Raad at the opening of the 
war session, and in that speech President 
Steyn distinetly declared that in the 
event of war the Orange Free State 
would go with the Transvaal. I confess 
that I can hardly understand the state- 
ment of the Government that they were 
ignorant of the fact that in case of war 
they would have to meet the forces of the 
two Republics, and it seems to me almost 
incredible that in the face of these facts 
such ignorance could have existed in the 
minds of the Government. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Let me explain how the matter 
stands. In that part of my speech I was 
referring to the general course of events 
which had led up to the war, and I stated 
distinctly and emphatically that it was « 
priovi ineredible that the Orange Free 
State would be so idiotic as to “sacrifice 
their independence ina fight with a nation 
which had never interfered with them, 
with whom they had never interfered, 
and with whom they had lived on terms 
of perfect amity. I was not discussing 
our knowledge of their intention or the 
military situation. We were aware that 
the Orange Free State had been nominally 


‘in alliance with the Transvaal, and we had 
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no doubt that the great mass of the young | 
Free State Boers would join the Trans- | 


vaal ; but we had no grounds for thinking | 


that there were any diplomatic or inter- 
national reasons why the Orange Free 


State should take action with the 
Transvaal. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Then I 


understand that the Government wished 
the Orange Free State to join the 
Transvaal ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said from a 
military point of view it had not the im- 
portance which the right hon. Gentleman 
attributes to it. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: I was trying 
to find some excuse for the Government 
under-estimating the extent of the 
enemy’s forces and the number of troops 
necessary for this war, but I do not find 
the excuse that I expected on this point. 
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countries from doing it. They regard a 
particular Minister as being a stronger 
friend of peace in any particular negotia- 
tions than another Minister. Lord Salis- 


' bury undoubtedly enjoyed that reputa- 


tion in South Africa, and it was thought 
that his weight as Prime Minister would be- 


_ exerted onthe side of peace. Lord Salisbury, 


however, at this particular moment most 


‘conspicuously violated the duty which 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We do not want | 


any excuse. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I think it 
will be found that some _ excuse is 
necessary. The attitude at all events 
of the Orange Free State had been stated 


by themselves in an official communication | 


Consuls - General in foreign 
capitals, It was to the effect that they 
intended to act on the terms of their 
alliance if they could not preserve peace, 
out that they were using all their efforts 
to preserve peace. 
ment, had there been any doubt as to the 


to their 


action of the Free State, had by their | 
The | 


language made that action certain. 
Leader of the House in his Manchester 


speech said that during the negotiations it | 


was above all things the duty of the 
Government “to abstain from unnecessary 


menace,” hut they not only did not abstain | 
from unnecessary menace, but they had also | 
failed to make sufficient military prepara- 
tions. I do not rely somuch-—unexpected | 
as it was at the time—on the publica-, 


Moreover, the Govern- | 


the Leader of the House said rested on 
the Government, and did so without 
making any preparations for war. On 
the 28th July, the Prime Minister, speak- 
ing in the House of Lords, used these 
words with regard to the Conventions— 
“The Conventions are mortal. . 

They are liable to be destroyed.” I con- 
fess, looking at the negotiations at that 
time, if I had been an inhabitant of either 
of the two Republics I should have 
treated that statement of the Prime 
Minister as a threat of annexation, and as 
holding out the prospect of a war in which 
the independence of my country would be 
taken away. Were these words, whether 
wise or unwise in themselves, wise when 
used without the smallest preparation 


for war having been made? Afterwards, 
more language of a similar kind 
was used, but it is on these words 


used at that particular period that I 
mostly rely. I think it is established 
that the Government at that time did 
not expect war, or, at any rate, war with 
the two Republics. At all events they 
hoped against war; but the language I 
have quoted made war more probable. 
Did the Government have before them 
ample information as to what this war, 
which they thought possible thongh not 
probable, would be if it came about ! On 
that question absolutely different answers 
have been given by the Leader of the 
House and the Prime Minister. The 
Prime Minister says, “No, we had not 
the information.” The Leader of the 
House says, “ Yes, we had it.” The 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, in 
the speech he ‘made on Thursday 
last, said, “If there were miscalcula- 


tion of Sir Alfred Milner’s despatch of | tion the Government were themselves 


May, which caused a shock in the country 
and made war seem much more likely 


than anyone had thought before that time. | 


I rely chiefly on some language used by 


Lord Salisbury in the House of Lords. | 


We have no right constitutionally to 
draw a distinction between Minister and 
Minister, but you cannot prevent foreign 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| deceived.” The Leader of the House 
| said, “ We did know of the Boer arma- 
ments,” and the Prime Minister said, 
| “How on earth were we to know? 
This question of information or mis- 
| information of the Government also has 
| a personal aspect. For between two and 
, three months the most cruel attacks were 
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made on Sir William Butler on this very | that they were wrong in any 
point of the non-information of the Govern- | of their facts. They accurately esti- 
ment, and it wassaid byalmost every person | mated both number and armaments.” 
and newspaper discussing the question The view of the Prime Minister is the 
that Sir William Butler was the person exact contrary. He says, “ We had no 
who should have given information to the power of search,” “We had not enough 
Government, and that he had not given | of secret service money,” “ Information 
that information. That charge was made is a matter of money, and of nothing 
against him by a supporter of the else.” We discussed the question of 
Government—Lord Heneage-—in terms | secret service money in this House a few 
which constituted, in fact, a charge of years ago. The hon. Member for East 
treason. The Under Secretary of State Aberdeenshire, who made an admirable 
for War defended Sir William Butler in| speech last night, will remember that 
general terms. discussion, in which he took part. We 
discussed the Intelligence Department 
*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE from every point of view, and the almost 
ror WAR (Mr. WyNnpHaM, Dover): Yes, | universal opinion was that more money 
early in October. would be given by the House cheerfully 
if asked for by the Government, and 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Yes, but any attack of reformers on the War 
two months after the defence a Cabinet Office was not aimed in that direc- 
Minister used words which, if they had tion. I am _ not going to attack 
been taken apart from the previous the ‘War Office now, and I[ am 
charge, might pass as merely a party glad my noble friend who initiated this 
statement to a party meeting, but which debate did not do so. The War Office 
I say, given the original charge and Vote will come up on a future occasion— 
punctuated hy the cheers of an excited this is the occasion for pressing home 
meeting, were really as cruel an attack as Cabinet responsibility. The Intelligence 
any. The charge against Sir William Department was always regarded as one 
dutler was, in fact, the charge of treason. of the branches of the War Office not 
It was the same charge on which I heard adequately supplied with means, but on 
Marshal Bazaine condemned to death by this occasion I venture to say—and I 
a military court, presided over by the challenge the Under Secretary for War 
Due d’Aumale at Versailles—-the charge to deny it--that the Intelligence 
of preferring political to military con- Department has admirably done _ its 
siderations. I hope it may be taken work. No Government was ever so well 
now as admitted in this House that informed as to the resources of their 
Sir William Butler is too great a general opponents as the present Government in 
and too good a soldier to be guilty of the entering upon this war. There was every 
military crime of preferring political to reason why the collection of information 
military —_ considerations. He was should be easy. The Boers had no _sea- 
virtually removed from South Africa port, nothing could reach them except 
for political reasons; and using such through our own territory or through 
means of information as I possess regard- Lorenzo Marques, where we have a con- 
ing the services of our generals, I should | sular agency. We had an agent at Pre- 
imagine that even from a military point of toria. Mr. Conyngham Greene and also 
view that was one of the heaviest mistakes | his /ocwim tenens, Mr. Fraser, reported on 
which the Government had made. The these questions. No capitals are so 
Prime Minister denied that the Govern- easy of access as Pretoria and Bloem- 
ment had the necessary information, and , fontein. Special service officers were 
gave reasons——all sorts of reatons--which | employed and sent out to make in- 
Ido not wish to criticise, because there quiry and to report. Mr. Phillips 
are circumstances which render it unde-| has shown that secrets are not well 
sirable. ‘The Leader of the House said kept in Pretoria, and all the Transvaal 
that the “Intelligence Department was military system was known to us in a 
not guilty of under-estimating the mili- way that very few military systems have 
tary preparations of the Boers.” His sub-'| been known. I fancy it is completely ad- 
sequent words show that he was referring mitted that we knew of every gun and 
to armaments and numbers. “There | every pound of ammunition, but did we 
was no evidence,” he says, “to show| know the number of our opponents? 
‘ 
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Some day the military history of this war | 
will come to be written. It will not 
he like a Soudanese war; it will be a! 
history in which the name of every man _ 
who has fought against us will be known. 
The field-state from day to day will be 
given. The commando system requires 
it. We know that system well, for it is 
actually in force in our own Cape Colony, 
where there is universal military service, 
and we have employed it in the native 
wars. I venture to say that there never 
was a war in which one side knew so 
accurately the numbers of its opponents 
as this war. The estimate of the number 
of Boers which could be put into the field, 
given in all the ordinary books of refer- 
ence, was 49,000. I will challenge the 
Government. Did the man at the War 
Office who put the Boer numbers highest 
-—the man most inclined to exaggerate 

say that there are in arms against us, all 
included, 60,000 men ? I do not think that 
the opinion that there are under 60,000 
will be challenged by anyone who knows 
the facts. It is a matter of public know- 
ledge that the books of reference gave | 
49,000 ; but conversations have got out, 
to which I will not further allude, that 
the War Office estimate of those who ! 
would join from our own colonies was 
4,000. But the highest estimate I have 
heard, from the most competent soldiers, of 
the numbers which the Boers could place 
in the field against us was 59,000 men, 
although I believe that to he an extreme 
estimate by an extreme man. The Leader 
of the House takes a different line. He 
has said twice ‘“ We did under-estimate 
the military efficiency of the Boers.” 
Now who is the “we”? “We” is the 
Cabinet, and I want to know on whose 
advice did the Cabinet under-estimate the 
military efficiency of the Boers? The 
Cabinet is responsible for the military 
under-estimate. The Cabinet chooses the 
generals; the generals do not choose 
themselves. The Cabinet choose the 
Commander-in-Chief and the most respon- 
sible military advisers of the time. Who 
were the persons who misled the Cabinet as 
to the military efficiency of the Boers ? 
“Tf there were miscalculation,” we are 
told, “the Government themselves were | 
deceived,” and that “the number of men” 
to be sent out to South Africa “was 
dictated solely by military advice.” I) 
want to know whether this was not. 
military advice of military men misled | 
by previous political miscalculation. Ate 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 


‘abandoning the half of 


| defensive 





any rate, it is military advice for which 
the Cabinet are responsible, because they: 
selected the men who gave it. I think | 
have established the reasons for the 
deficiency in the extent of the Cabinet’s 
preparations for the war. Butthere is some- 
thing to be said about the nature of their 
military preparations. Now, the Leader 
of the House has over and over again— 
here twice this session, and four times at 
Manchester—spoken of the intentions of 
the Government in a military sense as 
being the preparation in South Africa of 
a defensive force. I am not going to fall 
into the trap, I hope, of stating that a 
defensive force is a force that does not 
take the offensive, but the Leader of the 
House has stated that the Government 
policy was defensive. 


Mr. A. J. 


instance. 


BALFOUR: In the first 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The words 
the right hon. Gentleman used were 


“A force sufficient to defend the frontiers, 
The defensive force was sent out. 
: Our hope was that the colonies would 
be fully defended by the force.” 
The policy, then, was a defensive: 
policy in the first instance. During the 
recess Lord Salisbury and Lord Lans- 
downe spoke precisely to the same effect. 
They talked of “the interval before we 
were in strength” being “inevitable.” I 
do not like that word “inevitable,” but it 
runs through the Manchester speeches— 


‘everything was “inevitable,” or due to 
“the hand of fate.” “ Inevitable” is the 


go wrong with 
people by their own fault. I suppose the 
defensive policy was a policy of watching 
the frontiers. It was not a policy of 
falling back on the Tugela and 


usual word when things ge 


the enemy. There was a gross under- 
estimate of the military efficiency of our 


‘enemy, and therefore a belief that the 


frontiers of Natal could be held to the 
full extent by a force smaller than that 
which we were able to send there. The 
policy in Natal was defensive: that 
known to military writers as “the 
in a theatre of operations in 
which no solution is intended.” My con- 
tention is that every precaution recom- 
mended by every authority in such a 
ease was neglected by the Cabinet, and I 
shall try to make that point clear to the: 
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House. Stores were accumulated at 
Dundee and Glencoe in holes, places 
easily commanded by artillery from the 
surrounding hills, 
stores were accumulated on a gigantic 
scale, accumulated to a fabulous extent, 
also in another hole under easy artiliery 
fire from hills all round—a_ position 
incredibly miscalculated for defence. 
Nothing was done which in the least 


'1 Fepruary 1900} 


Then, at Ladysmith, | 


contemplated, up to the last moment, the 


possibility of our having to fall back in 
the course of these defensive operations. 
The most ordinary precautions were 
neglected. Nota single gun of position 
or siege artillery was sent out to Natal. 
Garrison artillery were not sent out. 
Very small parties of engineers were 
sent out, but not numerous enough to 
complete entrenchments on a sufficient 
scale, capable of being defended by 
artillery. The destruction of the rail- 
ways was neglected, so that the Boer 
Republics were able to bring down 


their heavy guns immediately and 
use them against us. Culverts and 


bridges were not blown up. There were 
special reasons why the tunnel at Laing’s 
Nek was less important than is usual 
with tunnels, but there was all the 
greater necessity for blowing up the 
bridges. Bridges are even much more 
important in South Africa than here, 
hecause the rivers there rise and fall with 
extraordinary rapidity. The policy of 
the Government was defensive, but I do 
not believe that it was made clear to 


themselves or to the soldiers in the field ; | 


and there was overhanging all the extra- 
ordinary miscalculation of the fighting 
powers of the Boers. The Government 
sent as a defensive force a force of an 
ineffective offensive nature. 
sent from India. We know that India is 
always prepared for war, us we are unpre- 


The force was | 


pared ; and that Indian force contained its | 


proper proportions of cavalry and artillery. 
hey sent not a defensive force, but a force 


to fight the Boers in attack. They did not | 
prepare for either a defensive or offensive | 


war, but only a means of offensive war, | 


which did not prove effective. There are 
some who argued that the war must 
have come some day and that it was 
wise to anticipate it. I will not 
discuss the policy of anticipating war so 
far as this country is concerned. It may 
be a wise policy in the case of countries 
which have but a single danger. France 
and Germany, as we know, both tried to 
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anticipate war in 1869. But in our own 
country, with dangers in every portion of 
the world, if we tried to anticipate war 
we should never have peace. But if it 
was necessary to anticipate this war, 
which might come some day, the 
policy we should have required, was 
the rapid concentration of a great 
force for an advance upon and occupation 
of the capital of the enemy. Both by 
those who would have anticipated war 
and by the Government it has been 
alleged that the existence of a Parliament- 
ary Opposition was the reason why the 
military precautions of the Government 
wereinefticacious. But theGovernmenthas 
been in power since July, 1895, and has 
been supported by overwhelming majori- 
ties, and it would have had the cheerful 
acquiescence of the House of Commons 
for every measure of military precaution, 
and all the military expenditure which 
was asked. The Cabinet are responsible, 
but if there is to be any difficulty on 
account of the existence of a constitu- 
tional Opposition—even a weak one—-I 
say that by that doctrine we are fated to 
be beaten on every occasion we go to 
war. The time for the reform of our 
military system will come when this war 
has ended. We cannot reform it in a time 
of war. We have often addressed the 
House upon this subject. We preached 
to deaf ears. We were not listened to 
Shall we be listened to 


before war. 
when war is over? While I admit 
that in a time of war you cannot 


reform your military system, what you 
can do is to press home to the Cabinet the 
responsibility. The points upon which 
we have broken down have been those 
which have been put before the country 
time after time. We have broken down 
in staff and command, mounted branches— 
cavalry, artillery, and transport. In the 
October sitting a distinguished military 
Member drew attention to command, but 
said in this case it did not matter be- 
cause we were only fighting Boers, but it 
would very materially affect us if we were 
fighting a Great Power ; and Sir Redvers 
Buller put the same thing as succinctly 
/as it could be put in the report issued to 
this House in 1898, in which he spoke of 
“a heterogeneous mass of units thrown 
together under commanders strange to 
them and strange to each other,” with 
|“ an improvised staff.” What Sir Redvers 
| Buller had to use in 1897 he has 
| again had provided for him or 
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this occasion. With regard to the | andrespectablemeasure Theforces of Lord 
mounted branches, we have constantly Methuen and Sir Redvers Buller fal 
brought the matter before the authorities, | altogether short of even the scale adopted 
but in spite of that we have constantly | for the Indian contingent. Both these 
diminished the number of trained horses | generals have themselves called attention 
in this country until, and this will not be to their deficiency in this respect. We 
denied, two years ago we had fewer have not even now got artillery on any- 
trained horses by far than we had twenty- | thing like the scale laid down by the 
five years ago. With regard to the right hon. Gentleman, and we could not 
artillery, we are told in a book by Jomini have it in South Africa, because we have 
that to a great enlightened manufacturing not got it in the world. In these circun- 
Power the perfecting of artillery gives stances I can only characterise the state- 
very great advantage. “It is a blessing ment of the Leader of the House as 
to an able Government. . . . . a entirely erroneous and misleading, and 
curse to a mediocre, ignorant orincapable altogether a blunder. With regard to 
one.” A Commander-in-Chief has told the batteries which are even now being 
us, and we were told yesterday that the sent out, many of them are manned by 
Boers are an ignorant population. Well, Reservists drawn from garrison artillery, 
they may be, but we have not found in who have had no experience in 
this war that the great enlightened manu- | the handling of modern field guns. 
facturing Power has derived that advan- The First Lord of the Treasury at Man- 
tage from “the perfecting of artillery” | chester condescended to make a party 
which Jomini tells us in his book we had | attack over the question of our artillery. 
every reason to expect. The Govern-| I hope he will agree with me that in all 
ment in their defence of themselves have these matters I have never made a party 
repudiated the idea that position guns, for | speech, and I only make one now because 
example, ought to be employed in the | I feel strongly on the subject. He said 
field, but the Germans take position guns | that all increases of efficiency in artillery 
into the field at manceuvres, and we talk of had been carried out by Conservative 
it now as if it was anew discovery. There |Governments. As a matter of fact the 
are seven German army corps fully pro- | present Government was in office for two 
vided with field guns and position guns and a half years before it turned its atten- 
as well. All our artillery officers have ; tion to the artillery. It then proposed 
told us that direct artillery fire has failed an increase of a single battery. A year 
against the Boer entrenchments. We _ later it proposed a further increase, which 
have known for years past that direct | was on a very feeble scale in comparison 
artillery fire would be likely to fail against | with any other Power, and even that in- 
strong entrenchments; yet we sent} crease had not been attained when the 
twenty-one batteries of field artillery to | present war broke out. Does the right 
South Africa before the first one of three | hon. Gentleman the First Lord remember 
howitzer batteries was despatched. With what occurred to the artillery at the time 
regard to the number of guns, it has been| when Mr. Stanhope was Secretary of 
one of ourstrongestcharges againstthe War State for War? Mr. Stanhope, as the 
Office for some years that our Army is more | House knows perfectly well, made a redue- 
insufficiently supplied with field artillery | tion in the Horse Artillery which has 
than any other Army in the world. Ours | never been compensated for by any in- 
is not even comparable with the field | crease in the Field Artillery. In these 
artillery of Switzerland and Roumania. | circumstances it is bitterly to be regretted 
We have to point to countries who only | that the Leader of the House should have 
spend half a million a year on armaments | sought to make party capital out of our 
to get a comparison at all. In regard to | artillery deficiency. [Mr. A. J. BaLrour’ 
our guns, the Leader of the House stated | expressed dissent.] What complaint was 
in a speech at Manchester that we had} the right hon. Gentleman going to 
guns in South Africa sufficient “ for three | make ? 
army corps of regular troops.” I should | 
like to know on whose authority the right! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My only com- 
hon. Gentleman made that statement. | plaint is that I thought at a time when 
The first force sent to South Africa from | a vote of censure was being proposed on 
India was supplied with guns-—not on a| the Government it would not he going 
Continental scale, but still in fairly decent | beyond the ordinary practices of con- 
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troversy to say that not a few of the 


difficulties in which we have been placed | 


have arisen through the fault of our pre- 
decessors. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I do not see 


the precise bearing of that interruption, 
since Mr. Edward Stanhope was a 
member of the Conservative party. 
With regard to cavalry as with regard to 
artillery, the first force was well supplied, 
but the forces of Lord Methuen and 
General Buller are very deficient in that 
respect. In that connection the First 
Lord also made an attack on the critics of 
the War Office. He said they had not 
seen, or if they had seen had not insisted 
on, a novel fact in the present war, 
namely, that for the first time in the 
history of the world they had an enemy 
entirely mounted. I have two or three 
remarks to make upon that statement. 
One is that it has happened before. One 
has to read Sir William Builer’s book on 
the life of (reneral Sir George Pomeroy 
Colley to recall the facts. Apart from 
that, the First Lord attacks the critics. 
The critics have failed to see, or if they 
have not failed they have not insisted, 
that the War Office should have seen to 
it. It is not the duty of the responsible 
Ministry for the moment, says the First 
Lord. The Defence Committee of the 
Cabinet, of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man is a member, is a body which we 
admit has failed. I helieve that the 
correspondence in which my hon. friend 
the Member for Belfast, Sir George 
Chesney, Mr. Spenser Wilkinson, and 
I took part had something to do with 
the formation of the Committee. The 
Committee was created by Lord Rose- 
bery's Government, and was like any 
other Cabinet Committee. Under the 
present Government, its acts 
been proclaimed to the world; but, 


although I may be looked upon as a' 


critical sort of person, I distinctly state 
that it has failed, and the failure is due to 
what we call, in these slang days, a slack- 
ness on the part of those who attend 
to the work which devolves upon them. 
It has not been worked as an effective in- 
strument might have been worked in the 
interests of the country. © That Com- 
mittee, or the Cabinet as a whole, ought 
to have foreseen such a contingency as 
the need for mounted men, which the 
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critics either did not or could not insist 
upon. The soldiers, whose opinions one 
would have thought worth having, did 
‘foresee it. I have not the same means of 
| judging as the Cabinet have, nor have I 
the knowledge of what the best men in 
the army thought on this occasion ; but I 
should have thought that a paper read by 
a very distinguished officer might have 
reached the Government. He is on 
active service now, so he cannot 
write to the papers on the subject. 
I mean Colonel Spence. He is at this 
moment Deputy Adjutant General at 
| Malta. He was present at the Amberley 
mancuvres directed by Sir William 
Butler in 1896.; and Colonel Spence was 
the man who designed those most 
elaborate and successful manceuvres, 
which were on a great scale. He was 
chief of the staff of Sir William Butler, 
and undoubtedly he possessed Sir 
William’s confidence. Although differ- 
ences have arisen between Sir Alfred 
Milner and Sir William Butler, the 
fact is that Sir William Butler's 
opinion was known to the Government, 
and the information we had was not 
made a matter of concealment when Sir 
Alfred was in this country some months 
ago. My information may be defective, 
but what I have heard is that Sir 
William Butler had said that 60,000 men 
would be required in Cape Colony, and 
25,000 men in Natal. ‘Those are the 
numbers which have reached me in pri- 
vate conversation, and which reached me 
at the time. I may say that Sir William 
Butler has never opened his mouth so far 
as I am concerned. The information 
reached me at the time these statements 
were made to Sir Alfred Milner, and 
since this matter has become acute, 
and since Sir William Butler 
has been withdrawn he has kept his 
/mouth shut. In that lecture by Colonel 
| Spence, which was delivered in July of 
| last year—it was called “South Africa,” 
and was a military lecture delivered in a 
' military institution—he made use of these 
‘words, and it appears to have been 
common knowledge 


“The Boers are mounted infantry. well 
armed with weapons of precision, and are 
igrand shots. They ride up to the point they 
wish to defend . . then dismount, 
| fight on foot with their horses near and ready 
| for the next movement They have 


'the ubiquity of cavalry and the repelling 
| power of infantry.” 
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He goes on to point out the conditions 
necessary to meet a military power of 
that kind. Now what was the attitude 


of the Cabinet on this point? The 
Cabinet telegraphed to the Colonies 


refusing mounted men; and they gave 
their reasons in that telegram of October 
3rd, namely, that “in view of the 
numbers already available ” infantry were 
the most and “cavalry least service- 
able..” Now we well know, and it has 
been justly complained of, that the 
number of cavalry in South Africa 
with Lord Methuen and Sir Redvers 
Buller are clearly inadequate. And this 
on the top of our declaration that mounted 
men from the Colonies were not to be 
sent. Then followed that telegram on 
the 16th December : ‘ Mounted men pre 
ferred.” That is to say, after all this loss 
of life has been incurred, after all these 
reverses to our arms —call them checks if 
you will ; I say they are reverses—they 
have discovered what competent soldiers 
have told them all along, that mounted 
men were essential for a service of 
this kind. I confess I cannot but think 
that if the value of the mounted men is 
as great as we have been told it is by the 
Government within the last few days, 
the arrival of mounted men used to the 
field and to shooting —the arrival of these 
men in due time, I say, might have turned 
the scale in many portions of the field of 
war. Now, Sir, just one other remark 
and I have done. For some years past 
there have been discussions as to Empire 
expansion which have divided some of us 
from others on military questions. There 
are some of us who are strong supporters 
of the Government in preparing for war 
in the present situation of the world, 
who are not in favour of what is 
called the expansion of the Empire. 
We have resisted it because we believed 
the military requirements of the Empire 
were greater—as it was put by Lord 
Charles Beresford, whom we see here no 
longer—than we were prepared to meet. 
And the Government now come down to 
the House and quietly tell us that that is 
so, They have put it in the Queen’s 
Speech. We have it stated that although 
the money we have to spend in military 
preparations is more than that of any 
other Power in the world, we are going 
to be asked to spend more. I should 
hope that good may come out of evil, 
and that a result of this sad war 
may be the proper utilisation of our 
Sir Charles Dilke. . 
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resources in preparing, in times of peace, 
all the military forces of what people call 
Greater Britain. I repeat that I hope 
good will come of it. But the fact 
remains that the money we spend on our 
land forces is enormous, and the use we 
have made of that money up to the 
present time, and in the conduct of this 
campaign, appears to me deplorable. — In 
1887 I ventured to assert that we were 
trained in a school of ‘luck and pluck.” 
But that system has become more and 
more out of touch with the march of 
events. Then, the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs has said— 

“Tf there are faults they are faults of the 
head, not of the heart. The Government did 
not go into the war with a light heart.” 

In 1856, when Prussia had a just cause of 
quarrel with a Swiss canton, Moltke went 
to Switzerland and saw for himself the 


preparations that were being made. 
When he came back the Prussians 
did not fight. They concluded a 


Treaty in 1857 instead. I am_ not draw- 
ing a political analogy ; but I venture to 
say that the Government went into this 
war without the preparation they should 
have made. Their neglect of that  pre- 
caution has brought about the reverses we 
have met with, and the natural conse- 
quence is the failure of our arms I have 
described. As regards the Crimean War, 
which in some respects has been compared 
with this, one is reminded of the present 
Commander-in-Chiet, who has written these 
momentous words: The history of the 
Crimean War shows 
may d 
want of 


he destroyed by a 


“Now an army 
ordinary  fore- 


Ministry through 
thought.” 

I confess that I think there is only one 
point in which the two cases are exactly 
parallel-for there are many distinctions 
between them—and that is in the heroism 
of officers and men. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The right hon. 
Baronet began his able speech by assuring 
us that the coantry takes an interest in 
this debate. I differ from him at the 
very outset. I am not at all certain that 
the country does take an interest in 
this debate as a whole. Iam not at all 
sure that the country will take an interest 
in the whole of the right hon. Baronet’s 
speech. It will take an interest in the 
latter part ; it will read with absorbing 
interest everything he has said about 
guns, mounted troops, and the propor- 
tion of cavalry —in fact, whenever he 
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touched on questions of military defence | ridden and guided by the Cabinet, and 
he will be read with the attention and they were doubtful, therefore, as to what 
interest which his known knowledge of | the future development of the war might 


these matters commands and deserves. 
But Iam notso sure that that interest will 


be commanded by the earlier part of his | 


speech. I am not so sure 
country cares very much for this 
Amendment, which consists of two halves, 
the relevancy of which the one to the 
other is not easy to follow. The point of 


that the: 


} 


the first part of the right hon. Baronet’s , 


speech was, 1f I am not mistaken, that he 
wished to drive home the questicn of 
Government responsibility. Was it 
necessary to detain the House twenty-five 


or thirty minutes in making that point ? 


We freely accept that responsibility. I 
have never spoken since the war began 
without openly stating that the Govern- 
ment, and the Government alone, were 
responsible for everything connected with 
the war. I went out of my way early in 
October, when attacks were made on 
Sir William Butler and the Intelligence 
Department, to say that, when once the 
country was at war, the Government 
and only the Government could be 
heid responsible. If any other views are 
insidiously introduced forouracceptance 

and there are some who try to introduce 
them--we shall be dealing a lamentable 
blow at the constitutional fabric of this 
country, and I will never be a party to 
endeavouring to take off one feather- 
weight of responsibility from the Cabinet 
of this country in connection with 
military administration. I stated that as 
strongly as I could in June, 1895, and I 
um prepared to repeat the words I used 
on that occasion. Then, the right hon. 
Baronet took the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs to task for having, 
ina speech he recently delivered, stated 
that the Government had acted in every 
particular upon “ military advice.” Why 
did my right hon. friend make that state- 


ment ?-not in order to shift any 
responsibility from the Government, 
which, if a war is successful, gets 


undue praise, and, if a war is disastrous, 


gets undue blame, morally and eternally, | 


but constitutionally, gets its deserts—my 
right hon. friend said that to remove a 
doubt which was breeding anxiety in the 
public mind. The public, who wish that 
our generals should have unfettered 
discretion in the field, had been misin- 
formed and led to believe that our 
generals decisions were being  over- 


be. Surely it was the right, almost the 
duty, of any member of the Government 
to remove that doubt. After the earlier 
part of the right hon. Baronet’s speech, he 
said he would proceed to a concentration 
upon facts, and I then hoped he was going 
at once to arrive at those arguments which 
he afterwards put with so much force. 
But the first fact to which the right hon. 
Baronet invited our attention was not 
connected with military defence ; it was 
simply connected more or less with the 
diplomatic arguments which have been 
involved. He told us it was a matter of 
common notoriety that there had been an 
alliance hetween the Orange Free State 
and the Transvaal Republic for many 
years; indeed, I think he said since 
within a few months of the Jameson raid. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: Since 1889. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The right hon. 


Baronet is generally very accurate as to 
his facts, but I think he has not distin- 
guished very clearly on this occasion that 
that alliance was explicitly and in 
terms a defensive alliance only, and 
placed no obligation upon a single man 
in the Orange Free State unless the 
frontier of one or other of the Dutch Re- 
publics had been crossed by a_ hostile 
force. But another alliance was made at 
a later date. On September 27 last year 
words were used by President Steyn 
which showed that that alliance had heen 
superseded by another, which would ad- 
mit of the inhabitants of the Free State 
taking offensive action with the inhabi- 
tants of the Transvaal. Therefore, the 
First Lord of the Treasury was not so 


very far out in the limit of time which he 


made use of in his speech at Dewsbury 
when he said that two months ago he 
should not have dreamt that the Orange 
Free State would have acted as it had. 
He was naming almost to a day the date 
when the Orange Free State undertook 
this additional obligation, The right 
hon. Baronet next said that this was not 
an occasion for attacking the War Office, 
and that hitherto he had not made a 
party speech when directing his know- 
ledge and ability to questions of military 
defence. But he went on to say that on 


' this occasion his feelings were so strong 
that he was bound to make a party 
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speech, and as I understood, and as I 
infer, he was bound to vote for this party 
amendment. The feelings of the right 
hon. Baronet may be strong, but I know 
they are not stronger than the feelings of 
almost every inhabitant of this country, 
and I beg leave to tell him that because 
of the very strength of those feelings 
many men in this House and many 
millions outside believe that that 
strength of feeling ought to lead to 
an avoidance of party spirit rather 
than to a feeding of it. The latter half 
of the right hon. Baronet’s speech was 
welcome to the majority of men in this 
House, not, perhaps, entirely for its 
trend asa criticism of the War Office, but 
because of the subject-matter which he 
elected to handle, and with the latter 
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| technical vote of censure put up as a peg 
/upon which you may hang an interesting 


| debate, but an explicit vote of censure 
| drawn in such terms as to mean nothing 
| unless it means that right hon. Gentlemen 
| Opposite are prepared now to unite and 
| take over this heavy task from our hands 
| with a greater hope of prosecuting it 
| successfully, because they have now more 
| knowledge and more foresight and more 
|judgment than the members of the 
|Government themselves. I will not 
| insult them by believing that they have 
been guilty of so futile and, at this 
'moment, so frivolous a course of action 
| as to put forward this Amendment merely 
| to record their opinion that they would 
‘have shown more knowledge and judg- 
'ment and foresight. 


part of that speech I would couple the | 


admirable speeches to which we listened ; 
yesterday from the Members for West | 


Somersetshire and the Rye Division of 


Sussex. A few days ago I could have 
said with absolute confidence that we 


had met to hear speeches of that kind. 
They were the speeches the country was 


expecting. It is true in this House, 
as elsewhere, that the unexpected 
always happens. But eight or ten 


days ago I never anticipated that such 
an Amendment as this would be moved. 
I never for one moment believed that 
such an attack would be delivered from 
such a quarter at such a time. What is 
the time? We are in the midst of the 
most anxious stage of a war which is 
filling the breasts of all our countrymen 
with poignant emotion, and which is tax- 
ing even their splendid qualities of stoical 
endurance. That is the time. What is 
the quarter! This attack is delivered 
by right hon. Gentlemen on the Front 
Opposition Bench, who, next to the 


Government of the day, are under the | 


most onerous obligations to the whole 
country to avoid any course which may 
embarrass our arms—any course which 
may add to the anxiety only too naturally 
felt by those who watch the efforts of our 
brave soldiers upon the field. And, Sir, 
without exception, all these right hon. 
Gentlemen, not even excepting the late 
Leader of the Opposition or the right 
hon. Member for the Montrose Burghs, 
have stated that they are in accord with 
us, at any rate as to the immediate 
necessity and immediate objects of the 
war. Now, what is the nature of the 
attack! The attack is not merely a 


Mr. Wyndham. 


AN Hon. MEMBER OF THE Oppo- 


sITION : They could not have less. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It must mean that 
they think their superiority in these 
respects would counterbalance the obvious 
and admitted disadvantages of a Minis- 
terial crisis and a general election half 
way through a war which is racking the 

‘whole Empire. Then, consider the 
different points of view of these right 
hon. Gentlemen who now think they may 
unite for such a difficult purpose. I am 
not going to touch on the diplomatic side 
of the Amendment. It does not interest 
me. But on the question of military pre- 
| paration, which does interest me, we have 
had the same divergence of opinion. The 
hon. Member for Berwick has urged that 
our fault was in not sending out troops 
at a sufficiently early date. On the other 
hand, the Leader of the Opposition said 
in this House only the other night and, 
more explicitly, some months ago, that 
our fault was that all through last 
/summer we were mixing up diplomacy 
with military preparations. That is a 
grave charge, because, if true, it would 
shatter the basis of .the Government's 
defence of its action in the past. But the 
| Leader of the Opposition has been com- 
‘pletely misled. He has twice made this 
charge without any basis of fact what- 
ever. I do not know how he came to 
'make it. I was questioned last summer 
| by the hon. Member for Kast Mayo on that 
'very point, and I informed the House 
| most explicitly that not a single man had 
‘been added to the establishment of the 
| garrison in South Africa until late in the 
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month of September. 
not to have been made, and I think it 
should be withdrawn. I regret the line the 
Opposition have taken, and to which we 


ment. [do not wish to pursue it. I 
believe that all that can be said about 
defects in the past is but as dust in the 
balance in comparison with those things 


that have to be done, that must be done, | 


to meet the demands of the future. In 
ordinary times, no doubt, it is the right 
and duty of the Opposition to oppose, to 
question, to criticise, to review, to con- 
demn, if you like, a Government or a 
Government department, and that places 
on the department a _ corresponding 
obligation to defend itself. But this is 
not an ordinary time, and I hoped 
and honestly believed that we should 
have suspended our sham __ fights 
in face of the deadly reality ; 


that our animosities would have been | 


hushed in common sorrow for those who 


have fallen, in sympathy for those who | 


are bereaved, and admiration for our 
gallant soldiers who daily and nightly are 
enduring hardships and incurring danger, 
in order to ensure the general safety of 
the State. But we have been deceived 
in that hope. My duty to the House, 
as | had conceived it, was not 
so much to defend the War Office 
as to explain what had been done, and 
why it had been done, and if such a 
course, tame in comparison with what has 
taken place within the last few days, has 
any interest in any quarter of the House 
I still propose to follow it. In consider- 
ing what steps have been taken, the 
reasons for taking them, and the reasons 


for not taking some of them sooner, I | 


agree we ought frankly and fearlessly to 
score up against the War Office or the 
Army any disappointment and reverse 
that can be traced to defect in adminis- 
tration in the one or the other ; but I do 


not think it is wise to attribute to defects | 


in the War Ofhee or the Army conse- 
quences which have followed from our 
settled scheme of military defence, or 
consequences which have followed the 


diplomatic policy which the Government | 


alopted—rightly adopted, as I think, in 
view of the peculiar relations between 
this country, the two Dutch Republics, 
and our colonies in South Africa. 
set down to the one or the other disap- 


pointments that spring from other causes, | 
we shall cloud our judgment, which we | 
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need to keep clear in order that we may 
consider proposals for the reform of our 
system of defence which are in the air, 


‘and some of which at no distant date it 
are invited by the terms of the Amend- | 


will be my duty to lay before the House. 
Let me take the first point. Let us con- 
sider what is the permanent system of 
military defence in this country. It is no 
use to say, ‘You have no troops left in 
this country,” for that is not quite true ; 
and it is no use charging the War Office 
with the fact that if you send an army to 
South Africa it no longer remains in 
England. We must face things as they are. 
It may be we shall have to make changes 
in our system of military defence, but let 
us understand the system. It has been 
said by some critics that our military 
defence is at a disadvantage as compared 
with our naval defence, because the: Navy 
has always an objective to aim at. That 
is to say, it has been taken as a rule that 
our naval strength should be equal to the 
combined strength of any two Powers. 
We have had an objective in our minds 
in connection with military defence ever 
since Mr. Stanhope was Secretary of 
State for War in 1888. The Army of 
this country has been organised and 
maintained with a view to achieving 
three objects—to give the necessary 
draft reliefs to our army in India and for 
the maintenance of our colonial garrisons, 
to be equal to the embodiment of three 
army corps for home defence, and, as I 
have put it « fortiori, to be capable of 
embodying into two army corps a 
cavalry division and troops of the Line 
for communication for the purposes of a 
foreign expedition. I do not believe 
that the critics of this or any other 
Government have contemplated a higher 
objective than that. I do not think the 
right hon. Baronet who has spoken this 
evening does—I have read his book on 
the subject —though he puts in another 
point, which I think is covered by what I 
have said, that we might have, under 
certain conditions, to considerably augment 
our garrisons in India. 


*Smrk CHARLES DILKE: I have also 
recommended a much larger force of 
artillery. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I shall have some- 
thing to say about guns later on. But 
nobody has urged that our military 
system ought to provide us_ troops 
in larger numbers than those which I 
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have named; therefore, if you want to 
know where it has failed—-for I admit 
there has been a defect, and I am not 
here to maintain that the War Office is 
impeccable—we must know what are the 
troops necessary for such an expedition. 
It has been computed at fifty-eight bat- 
talions of infantry, ten regiments of 
vavalry, and that you would need, if 
you compute the higher proportion of 
artillery recognised by experts last 
year, forty-two batteries of artillery. I 
do not think the right hon. Baronet 
would wish us to have more with such a 
force. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No, not with 
such a force. I do not like to interrupt, 
but as the question is put to me, I may 
say I have advocated keeping up artillery 
in addition to the artillery for the regular 
forces ; that is to say, to correspond with 
the strength of Regulars, Militia, and 
Volunteers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a question 
I hope to deal with at a future date; but 
I do not think the right hon. Baronet, 
and certainly no German authority, would 
recommend sending more than forty-two 
hatteries with such a force. Well, we 
have sent almost the whole of that num- 
ber out of this country. | draw a dis- 
tinction between what is sent out from 
the country and what we have concen- 
trated in South Africa. It would not be 
fair in this argument to quote all the 
troops we have in South Africa. Instead 
of fifty-eight battalions of infantry we 
have sent sixty. We have failed in 
cavalry, I admit ; instead of ten we have 
sent nine regiments ; but instead of forty- 
two batteries of artillery we have sent 
forty-six from this country, and I do not 
think the failure of one in ten ought to 
press hardly against the system. There 
are concentrated in South Africa fifteen 
regiments of cavalry, and we are going to 
send three more. There will be seventy- 
six battalions of regular infantry, and in 
all fifty-four batteries of artillery. This 
could not have been done unless this 


Government, unless my noble friend Lord | 


Lansdowne and the Commander-in-Chief 
had worked with unceasing energy since 
they took office in 1895 to make the home 
establishment rise to the objective which 
[have named. What is the work that has 
heen done since 18957? We have raised 
and added six battalions of infantry to 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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the home establishment. We have voted 
more, and shall now raise them. We have 
raised and added sixteen batteries of artil- 
lery to the establishment. The right hon. 
Baronet says he has urged us again and 
again to make a larger addition, but he 
knows the difficulties we have to encounter, 
and that what has been easy recently because 
of the patriotism of the country was not 
easy last year. The pace at which we 
sought to raise the batteries was estimated 
on the best advice we could get and ae- 
cording to our experience of recruiting in 
the country. We knew that it was im- 
possible in ordinary times to raise more 
than five batteries of artillery in the year, 
and we raised them at that pace, and when 
the war came we had raised two of the 
tive proposed for this year, and then 
when war came we raised the re- 
maining three without the slightest <itt- 
culty. Such is the patriotism of the nation, 
The difficulty of every Government is that, 
though an Englishman will fight for his 
country with greater readiness than any 
other man, he is not so fond of soldier- 
ing as the people of other nations. If | 
am not wearying the House with details, | 
will ask Members to consider the increase 
in the effective strength of the Army 
since we accepted this mark to aim at in 
1888, On October 1 in that year the 
effective strength—-men actually in the 
Army and serving with the colours was 
210,717. On October 1 last, before we 
called out the Reserves, there were 
235,924, an increase in our peace Army 


of 25,207. Now, it has been said —and 
I must call attention to this point— that 


this has been done by robbing the reserves 
end the militia, but that is not quite the 
case. The reserves in 1888 were 51,174, 
and on October 1 last they stood at 
81,133, a further increase of 29,959 men. 
The militia, I regret to say, has fallen 
below the establishment, and I hope it 
may be possible to devise some means to 
remedy this. It has fallen in that period 
10,250 men below the establishment. But 
even so there is a net gain of 15,000 to 
the peace establishment of the British 
Army, and 10,000 men are admittedly 
moreefficient than they would have been in 
the militia, because after all a regular bat- 
talion is better than a militia battalion, 
largely because its officers have greater 
opportunities and longer training and ser- 
vice. Then as to arms. We have armed 
in this period the regulars and militia 
with the newest rifle—the Lee-Metford— 
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and we so armed the Volunteers—TI do 
not Wish to make a party point at all— 
between the years 1895-97 at a much 
more rapid rate than was anticipated by 
the leader of the Opposition, who in the 
celebrated cordite debate, when he was 
Secretary for War, anticipated that it 
would be necessary largely to increase the 
amount of cordite kept in store if in the 
course of some vears Volunteers were 
armed with the Lee-Metford rifle. Well, 
we did it in the course of one year. I say 
that not to make a party point, but 
merely to show that this Government 
has not been, as some think, slack and 
idle in what is after all one of the first 
and most vital duties of a Government of 
thisnation. The difficulty in this country 
is not by merely passing a vote to get 
men; you have to find the land on which 
to train them, and barracks in which to 
house them. All these problems present 
greater dithiculties in this small country, 
where property is not only expensive, but 
where it is reluctantly surrendered, where 
you have to fight lawsuits and put com- 
pulsory powers in force, and where you 
are impeded at every turn by the very 
men to whom be all honour and credit 
‘who now in the moment of difficulty 
will write a cheque for £10,000 or 
£50,000. We have spent on training 
that is to say, on putting barracks in the 
neighbourhood of places where men can 
he trained--£1,399,000 ; we have spent 
on concentration—that is to say, on 
milding barracks where the different units 
of brigades and so forth can be vlaced 
altogether £5,555,000 ; we have spent on 
increasing the comfort of the troops, by 
improving the amenities of these barracks, 
£6,338,000; and because we have done 
that we have made some progress with 
the hardest problem of all, namely, the 
problem of recruiting. The recruits who 
came into the Army in 1895, the first 
year of this Government, numbered 
29,583, and the recruits last year were 
12,700. On works and on guns we have 
spent, and partly contracted by loans —I 
put loans and Estimates together 
£7,000,000 ; and if vou take all the 
money which has been contracted for on 
loans since the days of Lorch Palmerston 
you will find that this Government 
and its predecessors have contracted 
£16,000,000, out of £19,500,000. I think 
it is not fair to say that we were found, 
by what I admit to be a great Imperial 
emergency, wanting in having done what 
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was possible in this country at a time when 
no man’s mind was turned towards war or 


' the disastrous events which have fallen to 


our lot during the last three months. [| 
will not say another word about what 
is called the permanent military policy 
of this country ; T have shown its limita- 
tions, but I have tried also to show that, 
accepting those limitations, this Govern- 
ment has done its best to extend that 
military system during a period of pro- 
found crisis. It is necessary in order to 
meet some of the criticisms of the right 
hon. Baronet, and in order to explain 
what has taken place, to say one word 
upon diplomacy, because, although when 
diplomacy breaks down and war ensues 
the conduct of affairs can be put into the 
hands of generals, and their action can be 
released from all guidance and restriction, 
so long as diplomacy is in the field war- 
like preparations must have some relation 
to that diplomacy. I am not going 
through the history of the tangled skein 
of the diplomatic negotiations of last year. 
I am content to take one thing—the 
ultimatum. On September 8th we sent a 
despatch to the Transvaal Government 
which practically amounted to this, Will 
you or will you not allow us to examine 
your seven years franchise law? If you 
will allow it, and if that law is proved to 
be unsatisfactory and illusory, how can 
vou recede from your oder of a five years 
franchise? Well, was that a moment for 
ostentatiously spending three or four 
inillions of money on preparations which 
would have been known to the whole 
world within a few days? Could we 
honestly have taken such a course? Is it 
true that there was no chance for diplo- 
macy at that moment? Why, the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Montrose Burghs a week after that 


despatch said that in his judgment the 
Transvaal Government could not and 
would not recede from their five years 
offer. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Burghs). 

[ think the hon. Gentleman has not 
quite accurately reported] the despatch of 
Sth September. The effect of that 
despatch was to confine the Boers to their 
five vears franchise. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The right hon. 
Gentleman has left out the invitation at 
the beginning of that despatch to have an 


examination of the seven years law to see 


Third Day. 
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whether it was satisfactory. 

go into that. I believe I have given it 
accurately ; but, whether I have or not, it 
will not, I think, be denied that it would 
have been a doubtful policy, it would 
have been the very course of which we 
have been erroneously accused by the 
Leader of the Opposition, if we had spent 
£3,000,000 prior to that date on collect- 
ing mules and heaping up munitions and 
stores in South Africa. 1 wonder whether 
any hon. Gentleman who says, Why did 
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as alarming as this one, to do this? 


not you collect mules in South Africa ? | 


can picture what 18,000 or 20,000 mules 
look like when they are all together. 
They are not what can be called “common 
objects of the seashore,” they are con- 
spicuous and would be bound to attract 
attention. I have seen myself the col- 


lective transport for a far smaller force , 


than the one we contemplated, and I can 
assure hon. Members that it is not the 
kind of thing that anyone is likely to 
overlook. 1 believe that a good deal of 
this criticism of the Government for not 
collecting a vast amount of stores and a 
number of transport animals ——the only 
things that could have been done at an 
earlier date, and which, if they had been 
done, could only have given us an extra 
four weeks in hand—is based upon a 
study of the problem which confronts 
Continental nations, but which does not 
confront ourselves. As between two 
sovereign States on the Continent of 
Europe, it is perfectly true that no states- 


men would conduct a prolonged diplomatic | 
correspondence of the character which | 


took place between this country and the 
Transvaal last year, orany longand strained 
diplomatic correspondence, unless they had 
—-as a matter of fact Continental nations 
always have 
ready to be mobilised, with huge reserves 
of stores and transports available within 
from two to four days call. But 
that is not the problem which this 
Government has dealt with successfully 
for something like a hundred 
in South Africa, and successfully for 
a tar longer period in India. This 
country, which in these vast expanses is 
sovereign over certain portions of the 
territory, which holds other tracts in the 
state of feudatories, and over others, 
again, exercises a shadowy supremacy, 
is responsible for the general welfare of 
the whole of these great expanses and 
their happiness. How have we fulfilled 
that responsibility! How have we been 
Mr. Wyndham. 


their armies on the frontier | 


vears | 


Partly by our arms, partly by the prestige 
of our arms, but, in my judgment, far 
more largely because we have not pursued 
methods which may be appropriate to the 
Continent, but which are not appropriate 
to such places as South Africa and India, 
Can anybody believe that the great 
feudatory rajahs of India would at. this 
moment be offering us their horses and 
their men if they had not known that we 
never prepared a blow whilst we main- 
tained a smiling face, if they had not 
known that we have never made ready to 
wipe out a State, however difficult it 
made our path, until we had given it 
warning after warning, and perhaps in 
the long run allowed it to find us in the 
very state, [ admit of unpreparedness, in 
which we were found by this war with 
the Transvaal? That may provoke dis- 
sent, but I invite hon. Members to read 
the correspondence recently published in 
the life of Sir Robert Pee! in connection 
with the Sikh War of 1845. They will 
find there a parallel so close to what has 
just happened as to be absolutely startling. 
Lord Ellenborough had been recalled, 
He wrote in a letter to the Viceroy- 
designate, Lord Hardinge, that an in- 
vasion by the Sikhs was inevitable. Lord 
Hardinge went out to India, and he 
wrote home taking an entirely different 
opinion. Matters became worse, and we 
made then, as we made now, a defensive 
preparation. Then, suddenly, came the in 
vasion by the Sikhs with 65,000 men and 
150 piecesof artillery. Did Lord Hardinge, 
whose memory I believe all men respect, 
and who showed such heroism and such 
statesmanship on that occasion, say then, 
“JT have been wrong, you have been 
wrong, and we ought to have made ready 
a great offensive expedition preparatory 
to crossing the border?” No, he wrote 
these words 

“The Sikh aggression was made when we 
were prepared with defensive means. That 
we were not prepared, for want of transport, 
with offensive means is no fault of this 
Government ; it would have justified hostilities 
and placed us in the wrong.” 
I need hardly say that I do not intend to 
ride off upon that argument and to avoid 
any attacks or criticism which can 
properly be brought to bear upon the 
adequacy and, above all, upon the timeli- 
ness of our preparations. I hope the 
House will understand that I do not 
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object to criticism on these points; I | 
welcome it, I do not consider it hostile, I 
think it helpful to the Government, 
because unless we search most deeply and 
curiously into all these military questions 
we cannot hope to turn to the best 
account the patriotic feeling which is 
aroused and our intention to better our 
defences in the future. What were the 
preparations which were made? The 
garrison of South Africa stood at seven 
battalions of infantry, two regiments of 
cavalry, and three batteries of artillery. | 
For the defensive state we increased that 
garrison up to seventeen battalions of 
infantry, five regiments of cavalry, and 
nine batteries of artillery, or something 
approaching 25,000 men in all. I can 
only say that it was believed—TI admit 
erroneously, and I regret it-—that that 
force was sufticient for defensive action. 
The facts have proved the contrary—the 
hard logic of facts. We accept that, 
but, believing that that force was suffi- 
cient for defensive action, the Government 
prepared an expeditionary force. The | 
Government knew it would take thirteen 
weeks from the date of the commencement 
of the preparations which take longest to | 
the day of their completion. Those things 
were the change of draught to suit mules 
instead of horses, the purchase of mules 
in different parts of the world and their 
concentration in South Africa, and so 
forth. But there was no deubt about it, 
if we did wrong, we did it deliberately, 
from what I beiieve to have been a right 
motive —namely, to give diplomacy every 
chance. And we did not do it recklessly, 
becanse we believed the defensive action 
we took was sufficient to avoid any risk 
involved in that delay. Once we began 
to send that force we proceeded with 
great rapidity. The embarkation began 
on October 20th, and by the 31st we had 
embarked 27,000 men, 3,600 horses, and | 
42 guns. By December 4th we had in 
South Africa 47,000 men. It has been 
said that we have sent men out by drib- 
lets, but that is not so. In every week 
a considerable number of men _ were 
landed in South Africa without a single 
pause or intermission. I will not stop to 
give the numbers now; if any Member 
wishes for a return I am ready to pub- 
lish them. I may tell the House that 


you cannot embark beyond a certain 
number of men in any week in this 
country, because there are not the quays | 
beside which you can put more than a 
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certain number of ships, and, even if you 
could, I invite hon. Members to give their 
attention to the problem of coaling all 
those ships at intermediate stations on 
the way out, and then you will find that 
the volume of the stream which you can 
turn upon any part of the world 7,000 
miles away is determined by certain phy- 
sical factors that no amount of goodwill 
overcome. The fact that all the 
stores and all the transport for the whole 
force originally contemplated, its eight 
regiments of cavalry and its artillery, 
could not be ready until, say, December 
20th, was no reason for not sending out 
the infantry at a far earlier date. We 
have been somewhat inconsistently 
attacked by some for not sending out the 
infantry in order to keep the peace in 
districts which might be suspected of dis- 
loyalty, and by others for sending out 
troops in wrong order—namely, infantry 
first, and cavalry last; but, as I have 
said, as the whole force could not be 
operative, had not its legs, and was net 
expected to have its legs, until December 
20th, it was a very sound thing to send 
the infantry out as a stationary garrison 
during a time of so much danger 
and anxiety. That was the situation and 
that was the view which, rightly or 
wrongly, was taken of it by the Govern- 
ment. But on 30th October the whole 
problem was changed, and on 2nd 
November Sir R. Buller announced to 
the Government that he intended to pro- 
ceed himself at once to the relief of Lady- 
smith. Now, Sir, that is the second of 
the two cardinal decisions upon which 
everything has hinged. The first, as | 
have already said, was the diplomatic 
decision not to make ostentatious pre- 
parations for aggressive action so long as 
diplomacy held out any hope ; the second 
was the strategic decision of 2nd Novem- 
ber, which consisted in this, that the 
transport for one organic force which was 
maturing and which would have matured 
by the third week of December was broken 
up and diverted into another country, 
you may say four days’ steaming away, 


_aud some of the troops who were concen- 


trated there were diverted in a similar 
manner. Do not suppose for a moment 
that I am criticising the decision of Sir 
R. Buller. Far from it. He was on the 
spot. He saw the facts as they were, 
and I have no doubt he will be able to 
give reasons for that action which will 
convince military students and _ the 


M Third Day. 
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country. 
think we have too much of this kind of 
criticism. People say that, instead of 
proceeding with a central advance, Sir R. 
Buller went to relieve Ladysmith, and 
we know what happened. Quite true. 
A good many things we will call disastrous 
if you like ; things we shall never forget 
and shall ever regret to our dying day 
have happened. But we do not know, 
and none of us ever can or will know, 
what would have happened if another 
course had been pursued. There is a 
tendency to which we are all subject —I 
know I am that when you have two 
choices and you choose one which turns 
out to be unfortunate and you are over- 
whelmed with disappointment, — you 
assume that if you had taken the other 
decision all would have gone well. 
But it is very easy to conceive 
that if Sir R. Buller had not gone to 
the relief of Ladysmith, and if Sir G. 
White had not stayed in Ladysmith, we 
might have had another development of 
disaster upon another line. We might 
have had that universal rising of the Cape 
Dutch of which we have heard for 
months, but which, thank Heaven! has 
not occurred. That explanation—-I will 
not eall it “that defence ” also, in my 
opinion, accounts for the fact that Lord 
Methuen had not sufficient cavalry and 
artillery with him. Lord Methuen was 
hurried up after the reverse at Nichol- 
son's Nek to the Orange River, and when 
we are accused of having been tardy, as 
far as I remember, if you deduct the time 
for the sea voyage, Lord Methuen, who 
left London, arrived on the frontier (that 
is to say, the Orange River) in fewer days 
than the German Army reached the 
French frontier in the Franco-German 
war. Naturalivy, the plan of campaign 
having been changed, he had not with him 
the cavalry which had been diverted for 
another purpose. When this happened, 
my noble friend the Secretary of State at 
once offered a Fifth Division to Sir R. 
Buller. It has been said that when some- 
body was asked for a battalion he always 
senta brigade, and that has been thecourse 
pursued by Lord Lansdowne. On the 
morrow of Nicholson’s Nek he at once 
despatched three battalions, although 
none were asked for. On the morrow of 
the decision of Sir R. Buller he at once 
offered him a Fifth Division, and in reply 
he was told that preparation was desir- 
able, but that there was no immediate 


Mr. Wyndhan. 
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need for its despatch. Then later on, 
it was asked for—on the 11th. On 
November 30th, and again on December 
9th, he offered to send out a Sixth Divi- 
sion, and the reply was that it would he 
wanted at the end of January. Then 
again the situation changed, owing to 
reverses. On the 1&th there was a reverse 
at Stormberg, and on the 11th Lord 
Methuen’s attack at Magersfontein was 
defeated with heavy loss. On the 13th 
Sir R. Buller was about to make a frontal 
attack on the position at Colenso. The 
the 14th-—Lord Lansdowne 
ordered the Sixth Division to embark 
without any communication with South 
Africa, and they began to embark two days 
afterwards. At the same time he ordered 
the Seventh Division to be mobilised. 
Then on 15th December Sir R. Buller 
met with what I will not call a reverse, 
but a distinct check, at the battle of 
Colenso—strategically most critical, but 
as an affair of arms, glorious for our 
soldiers. The next day he asked for a 
Seventh Division, the preparation of 
which had already been ordered, and also 
for 8,000 mounted irregulars from this 
country. Lord Lansdowne replied that 
the Seventh Division would embark on 
the 4th of January, and it did begin to 
embark on the 4th of January. The 
next day we took the first steps to bring 
out the Imperial Yeomanry. At the 
same time the Volunteers were invited 
to come forward—as I should like to 
explain —-in order to fill wp the places in 
each battalion left vacant by the raising 
of one company of mounted infantry 
from each battalion. We als» appealed 
to the patriotism of our Militia regiments. 
Twenty Militia regiments are now serving, 
or are about to proceed, out of this 
country, and fourteen of them are serving 
in South Africa. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Give 
the proportions for the three portions of 
the United Kingdom. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: | 


proportions with me. 


have not the 


AN Honourable MeEMBER: The Irish 
are best. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think I 
should be entitled to make any further 
demand on the patience of the House. 
If the point is raised as to the efficiency 
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of our field artillery, I shall be prepared | 
to meet it. 


AN Hon. Member: Are they quick- 
firers ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter is too 
technical to be taken up at this moment. | 
But as the right hon. Baronet has pressed | 
me, not upon the efficiency of the guns, 
but on the numbers of the guns we have | 
despatched, it would perhaps not be out 
of place to state exactly what guns we 
have sent out. We have sent and are 
sending 36 siege train guns, heavy guns, 
and we have there 38 naval guns, mobile 
heavy guns—that, is to say, 74 heavy 
gus of position. In addition we have 
36 Sin. howitzers which are moved 
about with the troops, and which throw 
a very heavy shell, with S0lb. of 
lyddite. So that, altogether, we have 
110 guns capable of throwing a large 
shell with a high explosive, and some of 
them with a range of 10,000 yards. 
Then we have 54 guns of horse artillery 
and 234 guns of field artillery, or 288 
field guns with the troops. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE? That is in- 
eluding those which have not yet sailed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No doubt; | 
mitted that that was the case. In all, 
counting in the howitzers, there can 
accompany the troops in the field 324 
guis. There are also two mountain 
batteries, or, in all, 410 guns in South 
Africa, without counting the guns which 
are to go out with the Volunteers and 
the guns from our colonies. [f the right 
hon. Baronet likes to make a point of it, 
18 of these guns are not there yet. 


ad- 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE : A great 
deal more than that, surely. You 
are counting all those batteries—-those 
scratch batteries-—which sailed on the 21st 
Jamary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [I do not know 
what the right hon. baronet means by 
“scratch ” batteries. Four batteries have | 
recently been despatched, and I told him 
that some of the siege train guns were 
not yet in South Africa. The right hon. 
Baronet pressed me for answers upon the 
question of mounted troops. It is a 
question which I am very glad to explain, | 
and I propose to explain it quite frankly , 
to the House. It has been said that the , 
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Government announced to the world 
their conviction that unmounted troops 
were the kind of troops which were most 
suited to South African warfare. The 
were not 
used. The correct phrase was used by 
the right hon. Baronet this evening ; but 
I do not insist upon that. Those who 
quote these words sheuld consider when 
they were used, and to whom they were 
used. If they will consider that, they 
will find that they gave no indication that 
the Government held the opinion to 
which [ have referred. It may be, and I 
think it is, that the Government clid not 
send out originally a sufficient proportion 
of mounted troops ; but they sent out a 
larger proportion than is usually contem- 
plated, because they believed that mounted 
troops were specially suited to South 
African warfare. They sent out a cavalry 
division with one army corps, and they 
ordered one company of mounted 
infantry to be raised in connection with 
each battalion sent to South Africa. 
Therefore the necessity for mounted 
troops was present to their minds—I do 
not say sufficiently present to their 
minds; but when did they use these 
words, that infantry was most service- 
able? On the 3rd of October, before the 
ultimatum had been sent and before the 
war had begun, and at atime when the 
Government and the general officer who 
was going out to command in South 
Africa, Sir Redvers Buller, were satisfied 
that the force of the army corps and the 
cavalry division and the troops on the 
lines of communication was an adequate 
force——that is to say, 50,000 men, in addi- 
tion to the 25,000 in South Africa. Then 
came up the question of colonial contin- 
gents. Two colonies, and two only, 
before the 3rd of October, had made a 
definite offer through their representative 
Governments — Queensland and New 
Zealand. Far earlier—in July—they 
had offered, in the one case 250, and in 
the other 200, mounted _ infantry. 
Directly it was decided that the wish of 
the colonies should be gratified—a wish 
for which we thank them—and that their 


splendid patriotism should not be sub- 


jected to what would have been a slight, 
we at once accepted both these proposals ; 
and the same day we accepted the volun- 
teering of the 108 New South Wales 
Lancers who were in this country. There- 
fore the first thing done on the 3rd of 
October was to accept 558 mounted men 
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from these colonies. From the other 
colonies we had not received definite 
offers of specific bodies from the Govern- 
ments, but we had received an expression 
of the wish that they might be allowed to 
take some part in this campaign. Public 
meetings were held and _ resolutions 
passed, but there was nothing definite. 
Naturally, time pressed at that moment. 
I went to Aldershot and asked Sir | 
Redvers Buller whether he could give us | 
some indication of the terms which should | 
guide the colonies, so that each * 

| 

| 


them should be represented more or 
less in proportion to their popula- | 
tion. Sir Redvers Buller said that it 
would be easier to give the colonies what | 
they desired—-that was, an immediate | 
place at the front—if they were invited 
to contribute manageable units of 125 
men each, for we did not wait for definite 
offers in some cases consisting of infantry, 
cavalry, and artillery. He felt that a 
sharp and short answer was the right way 
to meet the wishes of the colonies. That 
was our object, and it was achieved. That | 
telegram was received with enthusiasm in | 
every part of our colonial Empire. I 
want to narrow this thing down, because 
I should like the House to know the size 
of the matter about which so much has 
been made. Tasmania had __ offered | 
infantry, but no cavalry, and that tele- 
gram was sent to South Australia, New 
South Wales, Vietoria, and Canada, as a 
guiding line for them to follow. © South | 
Australia sent one infantry contingent of | 
125 men, and New South Wales, which | 
had already contributed over 100, sent | 
one contingent each of mounted and un- 
mounted men, Victoria one of each, and 
Canada sent 1,000 infantry. So that the | 
greatest possible number of mounted men | 
accruing from that cable was 1,375, and if | 
the Colonies had exercised the option | 
given them, and had sent all mounted | 
men, we should have had that number of | 
mounted men in South Africa at an earlier | 
date. That cable was sent when no one 
supposed for a moment that the force 
contemplated would prove insufticient for 
its purpose. This is not a defence, but it 
is an explanation, and as I am on the 
subject of mounted men, of which the 
right hon. Baronet made a great deal in | 
his speech, and which, I believe, excites a 
great deal of attention, | may state that 
the first offer from the colonies was 1,616 
unmounted and 841 mounted men. But 
these colonies have made further offers. 
Mr. Windham. 
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The colonial Legislatures have not 
changed their tone in consequence of the 
clisappointments and disasters which have 
occurred to our arms. They were all 
ready to aid us with men in October last, 
before we had suffered any check or re- 


| verse, and were ready to go on doing so. 


In fact, they have set an example which 
might be followed nearer home. The 
second offer was 759 unmounted and 
3,857 mounted men, so that in all we 
have accepted from our colonies 2,375 
unmounted and 4,698 mounted men. 
I should now like to give the proportion 
of mounted and unmounted men at four 
important periods for the whole force in 
South Africa. In the original garrison 
in South Africa there were 7,600 un- 


| mounted and 2,000 mounted men—rather 


more than one in four were mounted. 
The totals on October 9, the day of the 
ultimatum, were 12,600 unmounted and 
3,400 mounted —again rather more than 
one to four. The totals on January 1 
were 83,600 unmounted and 19,800 
mounted—a. little less than one to four, 
but at that date we had just sent outa 
large infantry contingent : and the total 
complement that will shortly be there, not 
including the sth Division or the 4th 
Cavalry Brigade, is 142,800 unmounted 
and 37,800 mounted men in South Africa, 
bringing the proportion again to some- 
thing like one in four. The total of our 
troops in that country in the next fort- 
night or three weeks will be 180,600 men. 
[ ought to suggest to the House that the 
Boers have the advantage of having no 
lines of communication, and if you deduet 
from the figures which I have given the 
troops necessary for our long lines of 
communications—which are necessarily 
infantry—the proportion of mounted to 
unmounted men in the field is a very 
much higher one than [ have mentioned. 
I would also like to remind the House 
that I have counted all the artillery as 
being unmounted, so that I have not 
“cooked ” the figures in order to present 
a fairer case. [ do not know whether | 
ought to say a word about the Intelligence 
Department. I see that it excites some 
interest on the front bench opposite. For 
my part I see no reason for not giving a 
good deal of the information to the House 
which we have received from the Intelli- 
gence Department, and also giving thedates 
upon which it was received. The Intelli- 
gence Department printed for private and 
restricted circulation a book in 1898 on the 
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numbers in the Transvaal, and another 
edition of that book was printed in June, 
1899 ; and the figures which they gave 
were these :-—In the Transvaal, liable for 
service, there were 29,279; add to that 
800 for artillery and 1,500 for police ; 
total 31,579. In the Orange Free State, 
between the ages of 16 and 60, there 
were 22,314. They deducted a_ little 
there, because 16 is a very young age for 
war, and put 20,000; or together, in 
reund figures, 51,000. Then they esti- 
mated the number of men likely to join 
the enemy from the colonies at 4,000, 
making a total of 55,000, and they esti- 
mated the number of foreigners likely to 
come into the country, or who, being in 
the country, were likely to join them, 
at 4,000, making a total of 59,000 as 
the maximum force with which it was 
possible for these two Republics to take 
the field. We were informed in 1898 
that the Transvaal Republic had sixteen 
Creusot 15c. guns. That fact was well 
known to us and to our officers in the 
field. One of the officers, when he heard 
that “Long Tom” had appeared on the 
scene, said, ‘One of our old friends has 
already made his appearance.” We 
believed that they had in June last 
twenty-one 37-millimetre automatic guns, 
and we believed they had nine 75-milli- 
metre guns—these all rank as field guns 
—and four howitzer 4-7in. guns. We 
delieved that in September about eleven 
more 75-millimétre guns were introduced, 
that the Orange Free State had two 
batteries, or twelve 75-millimetre guns, 
making in all seventy-three guns. They 
had about eighteen old guns of various 
descriptions in 1891, and since then they 
have captured nineteen British guns, and 
their artillery stands now at 110 guns. 
It may be that since June last, and pro- 
bably it is so, a certain number of guns, 
perhaps not a very great number, have 
been introduced into that country. As 
to maps, I think the Intelligence Depart- 
ment has served us well. Again, I would 
invite the House to consider the size of 
the task which they hold ought to have been 


efficiently grappled with. It ought to have | 


been done when it could, but the possible 
theatre of war in South Africa is seven 
times the size of England and Wales. It 
is mountainous, waterless in parts, and 
many tracts are uninhabited, and the cost 
and labour of making an accurate ordnance 
survey, so to speak, of so vast a tract of 
the earth’s surface render it not a feasible 
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| project. We should have needed a staff of 
| officers travelling with large camps and 
| supplies of necessaries over the Transvaal, 
which was not an operation that would 
‘have been tolerated by them, and could 
‘not have been undertaken by any staff, 
/however numerous. But we had the 
| Cape Survey, we had the colonial map of 
'Natal, and in 1896 two officers were 
‘sent out to Natal to make a map one 
linch to the mile of the northern 
triangle of Natal. Our information 
‘was to the effect that the garrison of 
Natal, augmented to the degree contem- 
|plated and the degree absolutely adopted 
when the time came, would be able to 
‘hold an invasion back at some point 
further north than Ladysmith, and there- 
fore, unfortunately, this map is of the 
country north of Ladysmith and omits 
the little part which has been of such 
‘absorbing interest for the last six months 
between Ladysmith and the Tugela. 
Another officer was sent out to make 
sketches and maps of all bridges and ap- 
| proaches, and these were printed a year 
‘and a half ago; also maps of possible 
lines of communication, and officers were 
sent out to make maps of all places of 
military interest. ‘These maps had been 
liberally distributed to the troops to the 
number of 14,150 maps and 170,005 
sheets. There is one other matter upon 
which there have been misconceptions 
which I should like to remove. It is the 
question of local forces in South Africa. I 
must ask hon. Members to carry two 
things in their minds which I think are 
fair provisos on which I may stipulate. 
‘The first is that the Miristers of Natal 
deprecated, and that the Ministers of 
Cape Colony absolutely declined to 
authorise, the raising of any Volunteers 
before the outbreak of war. In the case 
of self-governing colonies nothing would 
‘have been more imprudent, disastrous, or 
inconceivable than that the Government 
of this country should have exercised any 
pressure upon them. On 7th September 
‘Sir Alfred Milner recommended that the 
Imperial Light Horse should be raised. 
Authority for raising it was given the next 
day. On 28th September Sir Alfred Milner 
advised thatthe general officercommanding 
there—not the Ministers—should be 
,authorised to raise Imperially 2,000 in- 
\fautry for local defence, and in his 
‘despatches he has informed us that it 
'was necessary until the large field force 
‘came out. They were not at that time 
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regarded, any more than the contingents | 


from other colonies, as 
helps to our arms. 
was made for 1,000 infantry in Natal, 
and that was granted ; but the question 
of mounted men did not arise until 


October 17th, when Sir George White 


necessary 


Similarly, a request | 


‘sighting of the Lee-Enfield rifle. 


asked that he might raise 1,000 mounted | 


men. I will not deny that some delay 
ensued, and I will frankly tell the House 
what was the cause. In addition to the 
constitutional difficulties there was this 
difficulty—that the treops we had 
accepted from Canada, Australia, New 
Zealand, and the other colonies, were 
being paid at the Imperial rate of Is. 3d. 
a day, and those troops which were sug- 
gested in South Africa were asking for 
5s. a day. Now, that was a matter in 
which the Colonial Office naturally had to 
be consulted. It was not a matter which 
could be decided off-hand. The Treasury 
had to be consulted, but the total delay 
involved was one week, because Sir 
George White telegraphed on October 
25th that he had begun to raise the 
1,000 men. Ido not think that a ques- 
tionof that kind, raising many curious pre- 
cedents, should have been rushed through. 
This is the first time in which our 
colonies have come forward and helped 
us, and even if we had waited a week or 
two for men, whoare now sorely needed, 
we were justified in not doing hastily, 
and perhaps in a bungling fashion, a piece 
of work which would be remembered long 
after these dark shadows have passed 
away and our reverses are forgotten. 
Subsequently to that Sir Redvers Buller 
informed us that he was raising as many 
mounted men as he could, and we have 
more than once telegraphed to South 
Africa enquiring whether we could assist in 
the rapidity of raising such a force by send- 
ing out more saddlery orother necessaries 
that may be wanted. I do not think, 
therefore, that the case against the 
Government as to local troops is a very 
strong one. I have tried, as I promised, 


to give a full and true account of the. 





steps 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not think that 
the hon. Gentleman has given us the total 
number of the local South African force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I should say it is , 


increasing every day. It was 26,000 a 
fortnight ago. 


Mr. Wyndhain. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
In addition to the 180,000? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No; 180,000 was 
the total figure. An hon. Member has 
reminded me to say something about the 
Hon. 
Members who take an interest in such 
matters know that the bullet of every 
rifle has a drift to the right or left in ae- 
cordance with the rifling of the barrel. 
That being the case, no rifle is eyen 
theoretically accurate except at one range. 
‘You have to correct the sighting of every 
rifle to do away with this drift along 
a curve. The Lee-Enfield rifle is 
theoretically correct at 500 yards; but 
it has heen discovered that the correction 
made in order to do away with the effect 
of the drift was overdone, that the sight 


was shifted a very little way — three- 
hundredths of an inch--too much in order 
to correct this error i theoretical 
accuracy at 500 yards. The result 
is that the rifle does throw 
a little to the right, and at any 


shorter range than 500 yards that diver- 
gence is increased. But a_ theoretical 
error of that kind is absolutely swallowed 
up, if | may say so, in the idiosyneracy 
ot every rifle, of every man, and the 
atmosphere of any day. So true is that 
that nobody discovered this error until 
the other day, though many of the best 
targets were made with that rifle so 
sighted at Bisley. The fact being known, 
two courses were open to us to say 
nothing about it, or openly to aim at 
theoretical accuracy. As the operation of 
shifting the sight could be performed by 
any armourer in the course of a few hours, 
we have recalled the Lee-Enfield rifle 
from the Yeomanry, refitted it, and given 
it back ; and we have sent out the neces- 
sary back sights to make the correction 
in South Africa. I have endeavoured to 
give a full and fair account of the steps 
we have taken. I have done that not so 
much in order to exonerate the War Office 
as to place, as far as I could, this 
House in a better position to judge the 
further steps which we must make. 
Nothing stands between us and_ those 
further steps but this Amendment. The 
sooner it is disposed of the sooner we 
shall get to practical proposals. At the 
opening of my speech I spoke somewhat 
bitterly of this Amendment : and I now 
confess that it had been in my mind to 


conclude perhaps in a bitter spirit. Sir, 
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I do regret this Amendment. I regret it 


for the delay which it has brought 
into our proceedings. I regret it, | 


although we may understand it here. I 
do not wish to press the matter too 
hotly ; an amendment must be cleverly 
drawn to bring into one lobby a number 
of hon. Members who hold views dia- 
metrically opposed to each other on a 
question of life-and-death importance to 
many. We who are initiated in these 
manceuvres, which though, perhaps, in 
ordinary times pardonable, are at this 
moment inopportune, may understand 
them. But no one else will. The 
taxpayer who is prepared to foot this 
Bill, whatever it may be, and who is 
perhaps even now thinking of taking 
his children back from school and _ of 
foregoing his autumn holiday, he will 
not understand it. Our critics abroad, 
who are not too indulgent, they will not 
understand it. Our fellow-subjects in 
Natal, who have perhaps seen their sons 
die on the battlefield, and their home- 
steads destroved, they will not under- 
stand this Amendment and this debate. 
Our kinsmen in America, who are 
watching the vicissitudes of this war, 
they will not understand it. The Legis- 
latures of every single colony in our 
Empire, which have shown such a whole- 
hearted and single-minded concentration 
upon the Imperial aspects, and upon 
none other, of our present difficulties 
will not understand _ it. Let us, 
let this honoured and ancient assembly, 
of which they are all offshoots and 
children, bear that in mind. It is usual, 
Sir, to conclude such a speech in defence, 
or, as I would prefer to say, in explana- 
tion of the conduct of the Government 
with an appeal to the House to reject the 
vote of censure which is proposed ; but 
| am sure that in this case such an appeal 
is unnecessary. I shall have to make an 
appeal upon questions of practical impor- 
tance and living moment. I shall have 
to ask this House for large financial 
facilities in order that this war may be 
prosecuted to the only conclusion which 
the country would tolerate. I shall 
have to ask the House for still further 
financial facilities in order that our 
system of military defence may be placed 
upon a sound and lasting basis. I do 
not ask the House to reject this vote of 
censure. No, Sir; this House, which is | 


the fountain of our Imperial resources, | 
and which is the ultimate guardian of the 
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nation’s honour, will not commit itself to 
an action which, if perpetrated, would 
make the mother of Parliaments a laugh- 
ing-stock to the world. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
West): Everyone must have been fas- 
cinated as much by the manner as by the 
matter of the speech of my hon. friend, 
the Under Secretary for War ; but I wish 
that he had been more consistently 
encouraging, and had omitted that one 
note of pessimism with which his speech 
commenced, and which I must say I 
regret. The First Lord of the Treasury 
has, I think, also, perhaps, taken too un- 
encouraging a tone in addressing us at 
this dark time. [I cannot myself accept 
the view that there is any essential reason 
why these troubles should have overtaken 
us. I cannot accept the view that there 
is anything in our Constitution, or in the 
nature of our people, which makes it 
inevitable that we should have to submit 
to these humiliations, now or at any 
other time. I do not admit the relevancy 
of those references to the Sikh War and 
the events of many years ago. The times 
have changed, and we are now face to 
face with a state of scientific preparation 
such as the world has never seen, and 
unless we adapt our methods to the 
changed circumstances, we shall have to 
pay a penalty of humiliation and disaster 
which is terrible to contemplate. [I wish 
the First Lord could have taken a more 
cheerful tone in the addresses he has 
given to the country, and abandoned the 
suggestion that we should accept as neces- 
sary and inevitable the circumstances 
which we deplore. I entirely agree with 
my hon. friend the Under Secretary for 
War, that up to the present period of the 
debate we might just as well have dis- 
cussed the reason why Julius Cvsar 
invaded Britain,.as this vote of censure. 
I donot believe the country cares one single 
jot for the matters discussed yesterday 
and to-day. The country does not care 
about how these difficulties have come 
upon us, but how they are to be dealt 
with. Weare in a dangerous and diffi- 
cult position, which any day may become 
a very serious position. What we want 
to know is, how we are going to emerge 
with honour and success from it. I do 
not agree that it was necessary or 
desirable to discuss the question which my 
right hon. friend, the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, illuminated with his usual 
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discussing War Office responsibility, or 
by asking us to enter into a discussion 


of questions of that kind at the present | 


moment. I prefer to devote myself to 
another phase of this subject. We are 
face to face with realities; what the 
country is troubling itself about is what 
we are going to do now. The First Lord 
of the ‘lreasury told us some time ago 
that he had come to the general conclu- 
sion that no one was actually responsible 
for the present state of affairs. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [am sorry 
if | have misrepresented the right hon. 
Gentleman, but it was said by some 
person, a member of the Government, and 
I thought it was the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I myself feel very strongly that 
it is absolutely true—and the greater the 
truth the greater the libel—that at the 
present moment no one is really respon- 
sible for what has happened. ‘The com- 
plaint is that we have so organised our 
system that we are now face to face with 
a condition of things for which no one is 
really responsible. There is an academic 
phrase that every Member is responsible 
for what is done by the Cabinet as a 
whole. But we cannot now lay our finger 
upon the person or persons to whom 
we ought to go for an explanation. Who- 
ever is responsible, we have now to 
contemplate the fact that the system has 
worked itself in such a way that at 
this moment we are without any 


organised army at all within the 
limits of the United Kingdom. I 
do not know whether the House 


realises to what extent that is true. I[ 
think there is no harm, and there may be 
some public advantage, in repeating what 
the exact facts are. The Under Secretary 
for War said that at the present moment 
the barracks of the country were full to 
overflowing. I think I shall be able to 


show that that is a misleading statement. | 


It is, of course, true in fact, or it would 
not have been made ; but it is misleading, 
and the impression the hon. Gentleman 
made was misleading. It is not fair to 
state to the country that we are so well 
provided with troops, that the barracks 
are at this moment full to overflowing. 
As soon as the troops under orders to go | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 


I do not see that anything | 
is to be gained for the public welfare by | 


| the House. 
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have departed we shall have only left six 
battalions of Infantry of the Line and 
three battalions of Guards, all under 
strength, and as far as the Line battalions 
are concerned, largely composed of men 
who are not fit to take part in active 
operations. We shall have nine cavalry 
regiments, some without horses, and all 
under strength. Beyond these we shall 
have nothing at all, nothing. I shall be 
told, of course, that we have the Volun- 
teers and the Militia, and that already the 
Militia have been embodied, and that we 
can make use of the embodied Militia 
infantry and artillery. But that is a 
delusion, and | challenge the opinion of 
anyone acquainted with modern armies 
to contend for a moment that this 
mob of untrained or semi-trained men 
bears any resemblance whatever to an 
army. These troops are without train- 
ing, without guns, without cavalry, with- 
out equipment, and without proper 
reserves of ammunition § and __ stores, 
We are told that the Militia may be 
regarded as an effective contribution to 
the defensive force, but I would remind 
the House that these Militia battalions 
are being treated in a way most detri- 
mental to their efficiency. A very con- 
siderable number, probably the most 
efficient, have already been sent out of 
the country, and with regard to the others 
let me give anexample of what is happen- 
ing. One Militia battalion now doing duty 
in the United Kingdom arrived at its 
destination 540 strong, but immediately on 
their arrival at the garrison 120 of the 
best men were crafted away te do duty 
as Militia Reserve with the Line battalion. 
Now that Militia battalion has added to it 
two companies of the Line regiment who 
were unfit for active service, and so great is 
the lack of officers that not a single ofticer 
of the Line battalion could be spared to 
take charge of these two companies, and 
they are left to the temporary super- 
intendence of an officer who happens to 
be lome on leave from India, and to 
the officers of the unembodied Militia 
battalions. [ intend to avoid the 
glittering lure which has been trailed 
before me by the Under Secretary 
for War. I am not likely to abandon 
opinions formed after long study, but | 
shall certainly not give way to any 
criticism not absolutely necessary in 
illustration of what I want to bring before 
My hon. friend says that we 
cannot have an army in South Africa and 
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an army in the United Kingdom at the 
same time. That sounds like a platitude 
or a truism; but I say that until we can 
have an army both in South Africa and 


in the United Kingdom we can have no | 


absolute guarantee for the safety of this 
country, except in the supremacy of our 
Navy. I believe that when the people of 
this country realise, as they must in the 
days immediately to come realise, that they 
have given up the whole of their defence, 
and jeopardised it across the sea, they will 
ask for very effective action to put them- 
selves in a position of defence. I have 
been contending for years past that the 
system we have adopted has this fatal 
fault : that the very moment it comes into 
operation, and is called upon to do the 
thing for which it was created, it must 
instantly and necessarily fail. 1 have 
sail, and I have never wearied of saying, 
that the first result of mobilisation would 
be that our whole available resources 
would be taken up in the first line. 
Well, the whole of our first line is in the 
field, and we have nothing behind it. We 
had a few months ago, before the war 
began, 183,000 of the Regular Army in 
this country, 106,000 on the active list, 
and 77,000 in the First Class Army 
Reserve. We have sent out between 
70,000 and 80,000 to South Africa, and 
inorder to produce that contingent we 
have all but swallowed up the First 
Class Reserve; we have drawn on the 
Militia Reserve, and now we are without 
asingle available organised unit in the 
United Kingdom. To show how difficult 
it is to make people understand the true 
meaning of our position —and that is not 
made more easy by the speeches made 
even by the best-intentioned members of 
our Government—TI noticed the other 
day that the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
who I believe to be one of the best adminis- 
trators of our Navy, the most fighting 
member of the Cabinet, and of whom | 
speak with profound respect, has so far 
misunderstood our position in this matter 
that he gave an explanation of our 
system greatly calculated to mislead. 
He asked a question how far those 
who criticised the Army — system 
were justified; that is, those who 
criticised the young soldiers, and he ex- 


claimed: “ Where are these young 
soldiers now? See how magnificently 


they are fighting the battles of this 
country on the hills of Natal.” Well, 


the only thing to be said is, that not 


{1 Fepruary 1900} 








the (ueen’s Speech. 346 


‘one of these young soldiers has been 


within 7,000 miles of South Africa. It 
would have been inconsistent with the 
system that they should have gone. It 
was because 30,000 young soldiers had 
been left behind that we have had to 
call out the First Class Reserve, to embody 
the Militia, and to call out the Militia 
teserve, and to resort to what I have 
before now called the illicit process of 
taking from the Volunteers, who ought to 
be retained for home defence, to fill wp 
the gaps in the mounted infantry at the 
front. We have got the whole organised 
army out of the country, and now the 
War Office is face to face with the pro- 
blem of how to make an army to take 
its place. My hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War did not say any- 
thing about the question of the absence 
of field guns. He spoke, although I did 
not quite follow him, as to the number of 
guns that have gone to South Africa ; but 
he did not dwell on the fact that by des- 
patching these guns we had absolutely 
denuded this country of guns. We are 
now face to face with a situation which 
has been foreseen with absolute cer- 
tainty any time during the last ten 
years. I want the House to realise that 
this is merely emergency action which is 
being taken now. I do not know 
whether the House realises that we have 
at the present moment in this country 
56,000 artillery, all more or less accus- 
tomed to handling projectiles, who know 
what the sound of guns is like, and who 
are receiving capitation grant or pay 
as artillerymen. But from that enormous 
force we have not been able to constitute 
one single effective field battery. 
The Government should immediately 
commence to organise the Volunteer and 
Militia artillery as effective field artillery. 
It does not require any text book to 
prove that a mob of men unprovided 
with artillery are negligeable ‘participants 
in modern war. Weare told that we are to 
have an announcement beforelong astothe 
intentions of the Government in regard 
to reorganisation at home. I only hope 
that the reorganisation will be very 
thorough indeed. I would make this 
observation in regard to it, that the 
country ought not to be too ready to 
accept the proposals which are made 
without some scrutiny, because these 
proposed changes will be merely a_per- 
formance, under stress, and in the face 
of a great national danger, of a duty 
Third Don. 
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which, in the opinion of many persons, 
ought to have been performed long ago, 
but which we were told was unnecessary 
and superfluous. We were told 
these preparations were superfluous, and 
never would be required, and when we 
review the situation now, we have a right 
to scrutinise with some care the proposals 
made, and see that they are not only 
sufficient, but that they correspond to 
some real vital principle of the nation’s 
needs, something necessary not only for 
the present but for the time to come. 
Now, I hope my hon. friend will admit 
that [ have not spoken an unfair word 
on the subjects which are very near to my 
heart, in regard to the Department over 
which he presides. I trust he will also 
accept my statement when I say I do not 
abate one jot of my views as to the methods 
by which that Department has thought 
fit to conduct the operations of this war, 
and has thought fit to organise the re- 
sources of this country for this or any 
other war. I know he will not think 
the worse of me if I reserve to myself 
the privilege at a later date of trying to 


establish, as | believe | can— having 
studied stage by stage the facts 
of this war—-that the shortcomings of 


the War Office in the direction of this 
war have been grave, and are apparent. 
| should not like to sit down in 
this debate, or in any debate at such 
a time, without adding my word of pro- 
test in regard to the fact that we are dis- 
cussing this Amendment at all. I am 
utterly unable to understand by any train 
of argument which commends itself to my 
mind as an intelligent Englishman, how 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House can reconcile it with their idea of 
duty to take the course which has been 
adopted. I entirely concur with the hon. 
Member when he said that .though we 
who know the tricks of the House 
of Commons may find temporary amuse- 
ment and some solace in the idea that 
this Amendment is in conformity with 
precedent, and with very evil precedent ; 
the choosing of this opportunity to force a 
Vote will be universally misunderstood 
outside the limits of this House. I can see 
no contra to the evil which must attend 
the prosecution of this Amendment to its 
legitimate conclusion. I can see nothing 
but disappointment of the hopes of our 
people outside our own islands and the 
just expectations of our people at home. 


The people of this country are making | 


Mr Arnold-Forster. 


‘COMMONS! 


that | 
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| tremendous sacrifices, and, what is per- 
‘haps greater than all others, showing a 
forbearance, a reserve, and a resolution in 
the face of difficulties which is hard to 
display, but which is beyond all praise 
when it is displayed. The chief feature 
of the attack made within the last two 
days has been the repetition of the con- 
temptible personalities which, masquerad- 
ing under the guise of a matter of principle, 
end in accusations against one member of 
the Government, the Colonial Secretary, 
I] may, in my time, have had the rough side 
of the Colonial Secretary’s tongue, and | 
certainly have no right to champion him ; 
but I do feel this- it is a matter of common 
knowledge—that if you go all over the 
British world you will find but one view, 
that there isa man in that great office who 
has at last succeeded in winning the con- 
fidence and securing the esteem of our 
only friends, the people of our great 
Colonies. And yet that is the one man 
who has been picked: out as the object 
of these perpetual scurrilities and exhibi- 
tions of petty personal spite. It is a 
matter of report that during | this 
debate a right hon. Member of the 
Party opposite proposes to make an attack 
in form upon the Colonial Secretary. 


I do not know whether that report 
is true or not, but I want to ask the 
House, and through the House _ the 


country, to look at the picture presented. 
On the one hand, we have throughout 
the length and breadth of the land wives 
giving their husbands, mothers giving 
their children, brothers giving — their 
brothers, and fathers giving their sons, 
men and women giving up everything 
they care about, everything they love, 
everything they cherish most, for the 
service of their country. They are per- 
fectly prepared that these relatives of 
theirs should die, if need be, rather than 
we should fail ; and this feeling, admir- 
able as it is, is explained not merely by 
the fact that we have met with checks and 
reverses in South Africa—that is a thing 
of the time only—-but because our people 
have the sense to see that behind these 
temporary difficulties there are the 
great Powers of Europe, our jealous 
enemies, ready to take advantage 
of any failure, of any slip, indeed 
of anything which may precipitate 
that fall which they desire to see, and 
which they are soanxious and willing to 
hasten. It is at the time when we are 
laying on the altar everything that 1s 
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{1 FEBRUARY 1900} 


most precious to us, that this high | 


priest shuffles out of his retreat swinging 
his miserable dead cat, and depositing on 
the national altar the offering of his little 
bit of carrion, 
Member for West Monmouth, who we are 
told is about to seize this situation to renew 
the series ofmiserable attacks upon a parti- 
cular member of the Government. Well, 
if I am addressing a few, I speak for 
many when I express the weariness 
and disgust felt by millions of people 
in this country for these reiterated 
attacks and trivialities which nobody 
cares abcut. I hope the House will 
be addressed, before the debate ends, 
by the First Lord himself, and by those 
who are responsible for administering 
the great power of this country, and 
addressed in words which will blow away 
that feeling of discontent which un- 
doubtedly exists, and that feeling of 
despondency which, perhaps, to some 
extent he and other members of his 
Government have had some small part in 
creating, and will substitute for it a 
feeling of vigorous hopefulness which they 
will be only too ready to assume when 
the time comes. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembroke): In one 
respect the House has been treated by 
the hon. Member who has just sat down 
to a defence of an alleged envenomed 
attack upon the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Seeretary, which has not yet 
heen delivered. The hon. Member said 
you are going to hear, either to-night or 
to-morrow, a most envenomed attack made 
from the other side of the House. No 
one knew what he was alluding to, and 
it was only just previous to his sitting 
down that he alluded to the attack on the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham 
hy the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth. It must indeed 
be a dreadful attack if he has to defend 
itin advance, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth 
can take care of himself and does not want 
to he defended by me or anybody else. 
It seems to me the most  interest- 
ing part of the Amendment is that 
relating to the war rather than 
that which preceded it. With regard 
to that part of the Amendment the 
Leader of the House has said that 
the unanimity of the people is worth 
more to this country than an army corps. 
That is true, but there are many in the 


I am speaking of the. 


' a most scandalous one. 


‘only the bare necessaries of life. 
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country who think, } hope wrongly, that 
something is being concealed by the 
Colonial Office. It was alluded to by the 
hon. and learned Member for Dumfries the 
other night, and if the Government can, by 
putting the telegrams on the Table of the 
House, reassure the people that we have 
nothing to conceal, they will do more to 
make the country unanimous than in any 
other way, and so end this topic once and 
for all. It rests with the Government to 
end this discussion, and not this side of 
the House. With regard to the war, | 
do not want to criticise the generals. 
Only one bitter personal attack has been 
made on one of our generals, and that was 
Weall know the 
difficulty of getting supplies to the front, 
and that the men who are fighting have 
We 
know that the transport must be under a 
great strain, and yet there are many 
people of social and political influence 
who seem to have gone out to South 
Africa to le mere spectators of the 
war. I hope the Government once 
and for all will say they do not want 
any persons sent to the front save their 
own soldiers and press correspondents. 
There are many who have gone to the 
front to look at the war as a mere 
spectacle. Something of the same kind 
occurred at the beginning of the fight at 
Ladysmith, and I hope the Government 
will put a stop to it. Now the Govern- 
ment say this Amendment is unreasonable, 
as it embodies twoconflicting propositions, 


but in my opinion that is not so. 
We are not bound to go into the 
question of the justification of the 


war; what we press on the Govern- 
ment is, it was their duty to preserve 
peace or prepare for war. We think the 
Government have not made sufficient 
preparation, and it is because that is my 
opinion that I shall support this Amend- 
ment. It has been a matter of frequent 
comment that our preparations for the 
dispatch of troops to South Africa were 
not commenced as soon as they might 
have been. When the war broke out 
the Government assured us that no useful 
purpose would be served by dispatching 
troops earlier, because had we done so the 
Boers would have moved earlier. But it 
is now admitted that the Boers could not 
move before the grass had growr, and had 
we despatched troops earlier we should 
have had a great military advantage. 
Then it was said that the Government did 
Third Day. 








351 Address in Answer to 


not want to go to war until there was 
unanimity of opinion. That is all very 
well, but the people of this country look 
for a lead, and they do not want a Govern- 
ment to look for the opinion of “ the man 
in the street.” It is then said that the 
Government did not like to use warlike 
threats during peace negotiations. That 
is a good reason for not sending an army 
out sooner, but then the Government 
might have made preparations of a 
different kind. They might have got ships 
ready ; our first contingents were sent out 
in slow ships because we had not got the 
fast ones, which we might have had, and 
when the Government did secure the ships 
they were not fitted for the carriage of 
horses. All these matters might have 
been arranged before without anybody 
being the wiser. But I am afraid that in 
all these matters the Government is in- 
fluenced by the Treasury, and is afraid to 
spend public money ; it is acase of economy 
which has proved to he false economy 
indeed, Thereis alsoafeelingin the country 
that our generals have been interfered 
with by political advice. Ina recent speech 
we were told that was not so, that the 
generals were given a free hand to do as 
they liked. We know, however, from the 
despatch of Sir George White that that 
was not so. He was not, it is true, inter- 
fered with by the Government at home, 
hut he was interfered with by Sir Walter 
Hely Hutchinson, the Civil Governor of 
Natal, who is a servant of the Colonial 
Office. The First Lord of the Treasury 
told us that the plan of campaign was to 
mass a large body of troops in Cape 
Colony and invade the Orange Free 
State ; but a great mass of those troops 
were withdrawn from Cape Colony to 
Natal through the advice of the Civil 
Governor of Natal. I therefore ask 
whether there has not indeed been inter- 
ference with the generals at the seat of 
war. Part of the army was drafted off to 
Natal for the relief of Ladysmith, and a 
considerable number were sent to the 
relief of Kimberley. Was that done by 
(lirect interference of the Colonial Office? 
We know the position of Kimberley. Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes is there. [ am not going 
to say a word against him, because he is 
aman who has redeemed his faults by 
his bravery, not only in the Matabele 
War but at Kimberley. No doubt the 
relief of Kimberley is desirable, but it is 
not the ultimate aim of our operations. 


Mr. Philipps. 


‘COMMONS} 


We know Mr. Rhodes has great influence , Government. 
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' at the Colonial Office, and we know from 


that unfortunate correspondence that there 
is something which Mr. Rhodes knew 
which the Colonial Office did not desire 
to be disclosed. Has pressure been put 
by Mr. Rhodes on Sir Alfred Milner? | 
should like to know what passed between 
Mr. Rhodes and the Colonial Office before 
Kimberley was invested. We have been 
teld that our system is a failure, and we 
have been told that at some time, when the 
war is over, the Government is to review 
and revise our system, and give us a 
perfect one. That does not seem to be 
practical. This Government has been in 
office nearly five years, and the Conserva- 
tive party nearly eleven years, and what- 
ever the system is this Government is 
responsible for it. The Under Secretary 
for War made a brilliant and eloquent 
defence, and a very good defence of his 
system, as good a defence as could have 
been made, but it did not cover the whole 
of the points. The right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean called atten- 
tion to the fact that the First Lord of the 
Treasury had said a short time ago that the 
Government had sent to South Afriea 
artillery for three army corps. It is now 
admitted that, even with the batteries sent 
out since, they are nothing like what they 
ought to be. They are newly-formed 
hatteries, with untrained horses. Every- 
body knows it is hard enough to train a 
horse for harness work, but much more so 
to train him for the battlefield. Horses 
which are untrained can in no way be so 
useful as an old-established battery ought 
to be. It is the Tory party which is 
responsible for the reduction in the 
number of artillery batteries, and 
that party must bear the responsibility. 
I think everybody admits that if ever 
there was a time when it was necessary 
for the Volunteers to practise shooting it 
is at present, and this is the very time at 
which their reserve of ammunition is 
withdrawn. In the training of the 
Yeomanry it is admitted that it has been 
difficult to get even a sufficient supply of 
ammunition to enable them to practise 
shooting. The Under Secretary of State 
for War has made a most optimistic 
defence of the position of the Government, 
and anybody listening to him would 
almost believe that all our operations had 
been crowned with brilliant success, and 
that if they had not been successful it was 
owing in no way to the fault of the 
3ut the hon. Member's 
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noble Leader is not such an optimist.’ I do not wish to go into them now. I 


Lord Salisbury did not take that view, 
for he said our misfortunes were due to 
three causes. One of them was the 
British Constitution, which we have 
always with us. In my opinion it would 
be just as practical to blame the weather. 
Another cause was promotion by seniority. 
That may be a bad thing, but why did 
the Government not alter it years ago? 
Lastly, the noble Marquess attached the 
blame to the absence of secret service 
money, and said we did not have the 
advantage of secret service money which 
the leading Powers of Europe possessed, 
and which was even possessed by the 
Boers. He also said that he did not wish 
inany way to blame the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and he used these words 


“The Chancellor of the Exchequer has acted 
with great judgment and consideration, but I 
say this—that our Treasury has gradually 
aequired the power of governing every part of 
the administration, and by means of the exer- 
cise of the power of the purse claims a voice in 
all the decisions of all the administrative 
authority.” 


This is what Lord Salisbury said about 
the smallness of the secret service money. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer did not tell the same 
tale, for he said 


“ After what has been said in various places, 
and in view of the interpretation that might be 
placed upon that statement, it is necessary for 
me to say that, from the very beginning of this 
matter, neither the Treasury nor the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has, in any way, stinted 
either the preparations or expenditure which 
was thought necessary by the Cabinet with 
regard to this war.” 


Lord Salisbury says the Treasury did 


stint the secret service money, but the | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer says he 
did not. I take it that he could 
not. Ifa member of the Cabinet refused 


any demand made by the Cabinet, he 
would have to resign. 
without saying that he cannot have refused 
the demand of the Cabinet. Probably 
the real explanation of the situation is 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer all 
the while was using his influence to pre- 


Therefore, it goes | 


vent the expenditure of secret service | 


money, and succeeded in over-persuading 
his colleagues. There must 


be some | 


foundation for these contradictory state- | 
ments. Lord Salisbury took no optimistic | 
view of this matter upon other points, but 


only want to say that as regards secret 
service money this House has never 
refused the Government anything, and if 
the Government came now and stated 
that they wanted more secret service 
money the House would vote them any 
sum they might require. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Herts, 
Albans): Of course they would now. 


St. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: It would be most 
useful to do it now, for our generals are 
hampered by having long lines of com- 
munication to keep open and railways to 
defend in countries where the people are 
not favourable to us, and that is where a 
great part of our army is locked up. 
Would it not be possible by freely ex- 
pending secret service money to put the 
Boers in the same position ? The Govern- 
ment have stated what they believe the 
forces of the Boers to be, and what they 
estimate the Boer forces must be which 
are locked up in defending the frontiers of 
the Transvaal and the Orange Free State. 
[ am going to make this suggestion- 
would it not be possible by offering 
rewards in Cape Town to get men who 
would take the risk ?--even one individual 
might strike a blow at the Boer com- 
munications by making an attack upon 
the enemy’s lines. The Transvaal must 
be full of men who are not Boers and 
who like money, and in Natal there 
must be thousands of men who know the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State 
quite well as the Boers. Is it 
not possible that if the Government 
offered £50,000 they might find someone 
to destroy a bridge behind the Boer 
armies! Even to have a culvert on a 
railway destroyed for two days might be 
of vital assistance to our generals at the 
front. I wish the Government would ask 
for more secret service money, for I am 
sure the House of Commons would gladly 
vote it. [AN Hon. MEMBER: I am not 
so sure about it.| The hon. Member 
says he is not so sure about it, but if the 
majority of this House refused it, the 
responsibility would be with them. | 
think it is time something was done to 
deal with this question, for Lord Salis- 
bury, speaking in the House of Lords 


as 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not refer to a speech 
made in the House of Lords. 


Third Day. 
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Mr. PHILIPPS: I will only say that 
other members of the Government have 
not all taken the same optimistic view of 
our foreign relations as has been taken by 
the right hon. Gentlemen sitting on the 
Government benches in this House. And 
last of all I will say that, for myself, I 
am not going to vote on this Amendment 
in any party spirit. When this House 
met last autumn I made up my mind that, 
as far as I could, while this war lasted I 
would either vote with the Government 
or abstain from voting altogether. That 
is what I intended to do this session, but 
I have now changed my mind, and [ am 
going to vote against the Government on 
this Amendment, and whenever I have a 
chance. [ am not doing this in any 
party spirit, because it is perfectly ob- 
vious from the position of this House 
that no Liberal Government could be 
formed to take office with any consensus 


of opinion in this House behind it. Any 
Government formed now would have 
to be formed simply to carry on 
the war. If the Government were 
heaten on this Amendment what 


would happen? There are three possible 
alternatives. There might be a Liberal 
Government ; there might be a coalition 
Government ; or there might be another 
Conservative Government. [believe 
that either on this or the other side of 
the House you could form a much 
stronger Government than the one we 
have in power to-day, and it is because | 
lelieve that you cannot do a better ser- 
vice to our soldiers at the front than to 
give them a strong Cabinet at home, 
that Lam going to vote against a Govern- 
ment which has been guilty of weak- 
ness and vacillation such as has rarely 
heen seen before. That is why I am 
going to vote for this Amendment— 
lecause [ believe it is the best and the 
most patriotic course to adopt. 


*Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I think the 
country has been looking forward with 
the greatest anxiety to the meeting of 
Parliament, not so much because they 
wanted to hear what we had to say, but 
hecause they were very much afraid that 
our indiseretions might be injurious to 
the public service and the welfare of 
the country. I cannot help thinking, 
after listening to the speech of the hon. 
_ Member who has just sat down, that in 
some respects those fears are well founded. 
I am sure the hon. Gentleman is inspired 
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by patriotic motives, but he takes a very 
strange road to carry out those convic- 
tions. Let us consider for a moment 
what advantage could possibly accrue to 
this country from raising at this juncture 
all those unpleasant discussions about the 
Hawksley letters and telegrams. Does 
he suppose that would do any good ! 
Does he suppose that the making of a 
grave and most injurious insinuation, 
founded on what really seems to me no 
basis at all, will do any good? I refer to 
his suggestion that the military opera- 
tions on the western frontier of the 
Orange Free State and in the north of 
Cape Colony have been arranged to suit 
the personal safety of Mr. Rhodes. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: I did not say it was 
to suit Mr. Rhodes’s personal safety, for 
he is one of the bravest men alive. 


*Mr. VICARY GIBBS: That certainly 

uppeared to be the meaning, if there was 
any meaning at all, contained in the 
insinuation of the hon. Member. He said 
he wished to have an answer to that 
question, but the only member of the 
Government who honours him or me by 
his presence does not seem to take 
any notice of it. The hon. Member 
wanted to know what telegrams had 
passed between Kimberley and __ the 
Colonial Office concerning the military 
operations for the relief of Kimberley, 
and he hinted that the importance of 
relieving Kimberley was increased because 
Mr. Rhodes happened to be there. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: IJ did not say that. 


*Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I will not 
dwell upon that point further, although | 
do not think the statement of the hon. 
Member was a wise one. I[ will leave 
that question altogether and turn to 
what really does concern the country. 
I think the country and the House as a 
whole is disgusted with this continuous 
pot and kettle business which is going on 
between the two front benches. That is 
not what the country wants to hear, and 
the people are rather inclined to say, “A 
plague o’ both your houses!” It is no 


' satisfaction to hear that we had a worse 


Government in 1881 if we have a bad 
Government now. For any Member 
sitting on this side of the House to vote 
in favour of this Amendment it would 
be necessary to believe not only that the 
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Government had committed certain 
errors and blunders, but he would have to 


'] Fesruary 1900! 


go much further, for he would have to | 
enemies of England, they rejoice at this 


helieve that there were men sitting on 


the benches opposite more capable of | 


carrying on the Government of the 
country and pulling the cart out of the 


rut, and helping England when England | 


needs help sorely. He would have to he- 
lieve that such men existed, that they 
were united, if not on general principles 
at least as to the conduct of this war, 
as to its propriety, its necessity, 
and as to its continuance. But what are 
the facts? Why, we have the character 
of Mr. Facing Both Ways in “The 
Pilgrim’s Progress.” We have the 
Leader of the Opposition, and I pity him, 
and he is a subject for pity, for he has 
had to try and shepherd into the same 
fold the hon. Member for Northampton 
and the right hon. Member for Wolver- 
hampton ; and a more difficult and impos- 
sible task could not exist. This clever 
Amendment has been so prepared and 
designed that it is considered capable of 
drawing into the same net men who have 
precisely the same feelings about this 
war as we have, only they sit on the 
other side of the House. They are men 
who differ absolutely as to the justice 
and propriety of the war. We saw the 
noble Lord who moved this Amendment 
get up and support it, because he con- 
sidered the war was unjust and unneces- 
sary. A few minutes after we heard the 
hon. and learned Member for South 
Shields, and he supported the same 
Amendment because the war was just 
and inevitable. Are those the people 
that we are to hand over the govern 
ment of this country to? [daresay hon. 
Members on the other side say it is 
quite sufficient because [ sit on this side 
of the House that I should support the 
Government. We have heard a great 
many people giving an account of their 
own patriotism—and very interesting 
accounts they are. 1 will give an 
account of mine. [came down to this 
House with no great tenderness for indi- 
viduals, and with no great tenderness for 
my party or the members of the Govern- 
ment, and what will astonish hon. Mem- 
bers much more, 1 came down with a 
great indifference to my own political 
career. And yet I was perfectly pre- 
pared to vote and speak with one simple 
object-that of benefitting my country. 
How can I benefit the country best? By 


tion, 
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simply showing the mischief which this 
debate does. What do we see in the 
French papers to-day ? They say that, as 


debate, and one cynical Frenchman says : 
“Tt is just what we should do ourselves.” 
I understand and recognise the propriety 
of Members such «is the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose or the 
right hon. Member for Bodmin, who look 
upon this war as rotten in its inception, 
foolish in its execution, and equally dis- 
creditable and dangerous to the country. 
They would fight tooth and nail to stop 
this war and to turn out the Govern- 
ment who are responsible for it. I 
recognise their position, although I do 
not agree with them, and [ can sympa- 
thise with the Leader of the Opposi- 
who has to try and ride two 
horses at once. I cannot, however, 
understand the patriotism of such men 
as the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton, who have upheld the 
justice of the war in the country, and vet 
support this Amendment here. What do 
they hope to get by success or failure ? 
Do they hope to turn the Government 
out? They have said outside that that 
is the last thing they desire to do, and 
they are very wise. If they fail, what 
else are they doing but simply washing 
dirty linen in pubhe and helping to em- 
barrass and hinder the Government ? We 
think it would be somewhat difficult to 
find the same amount of credit, ability, 
and reputation as that which is possessed 
by the gentlemen who are good enough 
to lead us at this moment. Leaving for a 
moment that part of the subject I should 
like to say, if the House will bear with 
me, a few words about the speech made 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean. Is it not some- 
what unworthy of Parliamentary practice 
to take up some little florid rhetorical 
utterance made under exceptional cireum- 
stances, and to read into it a solemn 
statement of Government knowledge or 
Government policy ? And yet that is what 
we have heard done in this House. The 
First Lord of the Treasury spoke of there 
heing no more chance of the Orange 
Free State joining in a war against 
us than there was of Switzerland. 
To treat such a phrase as proot that the 


/Government was totally ignorant of the 
| actual condition in South Africa is absurd: 


but the First Lord of the Treasury says he 
does not think about his speeches. I only 
Third Day. 
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wish that his modesty did not lead him to 
underrate the importance of every word 
he utters so long as he occupies the 
administrative position which he does. 
When he sees his words distorted and 
misrepresented in the way we have seen 
them, he must feel how vitally important 
it is that he should choose his words in 
such a way as it is not necessary for 
humbler persons to do. Of course the 
question of Cabinet responsibility is very 
rightly urged by the right hon. Baronet 
opposite, but is it not carrying it to the 
point of becoming ludicrous to blame 
them because this or that bridge has not 
been destroyed in the north of Natal? 
The Cabinetare responsible forthe generals 
who have heen appointed, but to discredit 
them to the country because a culvert was 
not blown up is ridiculous and unreason- 
able. Let me take another point. 
Although the right hon. Baronet ex- 
pressed his determination not to criticise 
the generals in the field, he went to a con- 
siderable length in that direction, and he 
went on to say that it was monstrous 
folly to occupy a position like Lady- 
smith, which had hills all round it, 
which he called an absolutely inde- 
fensible hole. On these matters the 
right hon. Baronet is a very clever man, 
but I would remind him that Lady smith 
is still being defended and has proved to 
be defensible, though it may not have been 
the best position from a military point of 
view. He has also blamed the Govern- 
ment for putting vast amounts of stores 
there. All I have to say is, thank God 
they did. As far as I can see the only 
danger of Ladysmith falling is that their 
ammunition or rations will not hold out. 
When General White had a check he was 
severely criticised, but since then I think 
he has satisfied us all that he is an ex- 
tremely able man, and we congratulate 
him upon the skill with which he has 
held that position. If it was true that 
Ladysmith was indefensible we should 
certainly have had another Yorktown 
there before this. I should like to say a 
word or two about the speech of the 
Under Secretary for War. 
speech, and I consider that it elevated 
the debate. I consider that when his 
speech is read in the country it will do 
something to restore confidence to “ the 
man in the street,” about whom we have 
heard so much. What has “the man in 
the street” been doing? While one has 
been giving his money another has torn 
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‘himself away from those who are so dear 
tohimand gonetothefront. Whilethishas 
been going on certain politicians have been 
considering whether they could score off 
their political opponents on account of this 

war. Over and over again I have seen 
this in places where I never expected to 
see it, and where I blushed to see it, 
There is an old Greek proverb which sets 
forth that even a fool can give you useful 
advice, and perhaps some much more dis- 
tinguished men than myself may listen to 
me in this matter. [am sure it will 
do more credit to this House, and to 
themselves, and their country, if those 
Members will unite at such a juncture as 
this and consider how we can improve 
our position in the future, and set right 
our false system, instead of going about 
saying that the Tory party is to be 

| blamed for this and the Radical party 
for something else. I think we might 
drop all this until we are out of danger. 

Common-sense and reason dictates that 

we should do this, however quarrelsome 

we may be, whenever we find ourselves 
in absolute danger of disgrace and humi- 
liation to our Empire ; because everyone 
must know that there is a great respon 
sibility in letting loose the dogs of war, 
for God alone knows where they will 
stop, and if England once gets on her 
back you willalways find there is someone 
ready to jump on her. We know perfectly 
well that England has not got too many 
friends abroad, and her power and _posi- 
tion has led to intense jealousy. In the 
face of all these considerations let us show 

a united front. I was very grateful to 

my hon. friend, the Under Secretary for 

War, for doing something to raise the 

tone of the debate. There was one point, 

however, in which he started a perfectly 
new defence of the Government, and he 
almost seemed to raise the point so high as 
to say that there was a sort of moral duty 
upon this country to be unprepared for 
the quarrels in which she engages. A 
more startling moral proposition [ never 
heard enunciated. He quoted in support 
of this a speech of Lord Hardinge, and 
he said that if we had taken the neces- 
sary steps we should have justified our 
enemies and placed ourselves in the wrong. 

How about our faithful colonies, and 

those friends of ours in Natal whom 

everybody prizes! Was it our moral 
| duty to leave them in a condition of un- 
| preparedness to resist invasion? The 

-hon. Member opposite referred to the 
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secret service, and said that even now | 
more money might be profitably em-| 
ployed in the secret service of the Govern- | 
If it is required, for goodness’ sake | 
let them come and ask for it, and I am | 


ment. 


perfectly certain they will get it with 
very little opposition. They may be 


desirous of coming to us with such | 


a proposition, but so long as_ this 
debate is continued no practical advan- 
tage can come to this country, and 
no practical proposals can be con- 
sidered for remedying the defects in 
our system. When I think of the patience 
which the House has already shown me, 
Ihave come to the conclusion that the 
sooner | bring my own share in the debate 
to an end the better. 


*\Mn. MENDL (Plymouth): The hon. 
Member who has just sat down has dwelt 
during a great portion of his remarks 
upon the necessity of bringing this debate 
conclusion on the grounds — of 
patriotism. In that he has followed one 
or two of his own leaders—the Under 
Secretary for War to-night and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs last might—who appear 
to think that any discussion or 
criticism of the conduct or of the 
preparations for the war or the South 
African policy of the Government is some- 
thing of the nature of the crime of high 
treason on the part of the Opposition. I 
venture to protest against that doctrine 
with all my heart. It seems to mea most 
dangerous doctrine, and it is a very 
peculiar kind of patriotism which leads 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite to 
ask us to make sacrifices while they pro- 
pose to make no similar sacrifices them- 
selves. I have not noticed in this House 
or in the country that the party 
opposite have failed to take credit for 
this war in their appeal to the patriotism of 
the people of this country. They have ap- 
pealed to the people to support the present 
Government on party issues and have in- 
vited them to oppose the party on this 
side of the House. That seems to me to 
be a very peculiar and dangerous kind of 
doctrine. It was in the first place repu- 
diated by the Leader of the House on 
Tuesday when he replied to my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
on the Address, and was also expressly 
VOL. LXXVIII. [Fourry Series. | 
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repudiated both by the Colonial Secretary 
and the Leader of the House during the late 
autumn session of Parliament. I remem- 
ber a very striking passage in which it was 
said that the issues were no longer political 
but military, and that the Government 
invited criticism. If that is so it seems 
strange that they should protest and 
assert that the motives of the Opposition 
are unpatriotic in raising a debate on 
these questions. My object in rising is 
very much the same as that of the hon. 
Member for South Shields, who made a 
very brilliant speech the other night in this 
House. I am going to vote for this Amend- 
ment upon somewhat special grounds, 
and I prefer to do so not by a silent vote, 
and to explain my grounds for doing so. I 
entertain no shadow of a doubt as to the 
justice of the cause in which we are 
engaged with the Boer Republics. I need 
scarcely say that my belief is in no way 
affected by the success or reverses of the 
military operations which are necessary in 
order to carry that cause to a successful 


conclusion. As regards the declared 
: Sea ; 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government 


during the spring and summer of last 
year, | supported that policy, and [ still 
support it. That policy professed to 
secure proper treatment for the British 
subjects in the Transvaal, and [ assert 
that it would have been a grave dereliction 
of duty if the Government had not 
pressed for that proper treatment to be 
secured. In the opinion of those best 
qualified to know, who have lived in that 
country and who have friends there, it is an 
almost unanimous opinion that the Trans- 
vaal was the only country where it was 
found to be a disadvantage to be an Eng- 
lishman, and wherever British subjects 
receive treatment such as they received in 
the Transvaal, it is the duty of the 
Government of this country to interfere on 
their behalf, and this more especially in 
a country like the Transvaal, which is a 
comparatively new and recent state sur- 
rounded by a large number of British 
colonies. I say it was the duty of the 
Government to interfere both in the 
interests of these British colonies and in 
the general interests of the British Empire. 
I was glad the other day to hear my hon. 
and learned friend the Member for South 
Shields refer to the capitalists argument 
in regard to this war. The argument 
that this is a capitalists’ war, and that it 
is their cause we are fighting for, and 


therefore a sordid and mean cause, 
N Third Day. 
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is an argument which I believe to be 
absolutely untrue. It is quite true of 
this war, as of every other war, that you 
cannot disentangle the interests of finan- 
ciers from it. It was the case in the 
French, the Crimean, and the Egyptian 
wars, and I have no doubt that it is 
to that extent the case in this as well. 
Pessibly some capitalists may have 
profited by this war. But there are 
many others who have suffered great 
losses, and the shrinkage in property 
must already have amounted to a very 
great sum indeed. The extent to which 
the capitalists have supported the 
Government policy, and preferred to 
risk the loss or depreciation — of 
their property rather than submit 
to a continuance of the Government of 
the Transvaal, is one of the strongest in- 
ilictments against the Transvaal Govern- 
ment that it is possible to find. What 
do these men risk? They risk the loss 
of their property and the stoppage of 
their Iusinesses. And why have they 
done this? [ do not suppose it is so 
much for their own interests and 
safety, hecause very few of these 
capitalists live in the Transvaal at all. 
jut they employ English, Scotch, and 
Welsh miners who have gone out from this 
country for the purpose of seeking their 
fortunes in the Transvaal. These men 
have had to live there under conditions 
which they have found to be intolerable 
to any spirited or proud race, and there- 
fore the capitalists were bound to come 
into line with the Uitlanders in the 
Transvaal. We have been told that a 
desire to grab the gold is at the bottom 
of this war. I should like to know in 
what way this war will give gold to this 
country. The large majority of the gold 
mines in the Transvaal are already owned 
hy English companies, and they will be 
owned by the same people after the war 
is over. Those who say that this country 
is seeking territory for the purpose of 
acquiring goldfields show a great ignorance 
of the way inwhich we govern ourcolonies. 
What do we get out of other colonies in 
this respect ? We should get just as much 
under the old system as we shall get 
under the British flag. Since the month 
of March, 1899, when the Government 
received and acted on the Uitlanders’ 
petition, in broad principle their policy 
has been a right one, and it deserved and 
received the support both of this House 
and of the country. I might have 
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some difficulty in voting for 
Amendment if it had been con- 
fined to impugning the justice of that 
policy since March, but it is not so con- 
fined, and simply indicts the Governmeat 
for the want of foresight, knowledge, 


found 


and judgment displayed since 1895, 
and [ think since that time until 
March, 1899 they have displayed a 


want of judgment, foresight, and know- 
ledge. It is this negligence between 1895 
and 1899 which justifies me in voting for 
this Amendment. [ think the Govern- 
ment have displayed a great deal too 
much of the quality of patience, which 
my right kon. friend the Member for 
Montrose advocates in dealing with this 
great evil. The pleaas to this urged by the 
Leader of the House was the Jameson 
raid of 1895. Of course, everybody con- 
demns that raid as a criminal blunder 
and a piece of mad and fatuous folly. 
It is, however, necessary to remember 
that the misgovernment of the Transvaal 
was not the result of that raid, but was 
anterior to it, and was going on during 
the administration of the late Govern- 
ment. The reform movement in the 
Transvaal was going on long before it 
was guided into the wrong and injudicious 
channel which culminated in the Jameson 
raid. The First Lord of the Treasury 
says that raid tied the hands of the 
Government, but why? If the Govern- 
ment were neither individually nor collec- 
tively guilty of complicity in that raid, 
and I helieve that to be the case ; if 
they were innocent why should the 
complicity of the Chartered Company 

which had no connection with — the 
Government except so far as it 
received powers of government for certain 
parts of South Africa—-have prevented 
the Government from insisting upon the 
rights of this country and the rights of 
our subjects in the Transvaal? — Im- 
mediately after the raid the Colonial 
Secretary had President Kruger in the 
hollow of his hand, for he was asked to 
exercise his influence to get Johannesburg 
to disarm. But why were no conditions 
imposed ? Why did the Colonial Secre- 
tary not express his willingness to do 
that upon conditions properly guarauteed 
to the effect that the misgovernment of 
the Transvaal should be remedied, and 
that the reforms which were necessary 
should be carried out? The right hon. 
Gentleman framed a moderate and reason 
able scheme, but President Kruger refused 
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it, and thereupon the matter was dropped. 
Then the Government entered upon a long 
course of that panacea which has been 


recommended by the right hon. Member | 


for Montrose, that is the policy of 
patience. They 
we were concerned, but simultaneously 
with it there was a constant arming 
of the Boers which has led to most 
of the present trouble, and the result of 


which we are experiencing to-day. Hon. 
Members on the other side say that 


this began before the raid and others 


say it began after, but whichever 
is true it is quite obvious — that 
between January, 1896, and the 


ultimatum by the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State last October there was 
an enormous accession to the military 
strength of the Boers, and, consequently, 
we now haveto face one of the most formid- 
able military operations ever undertaken by 
this country. We havealready sent over 
160,000 men, and we have not vet reached 
the object we have in view, and the 
Government have looked on and allowed 
all this to continue on account of the 
Chartered Company’s complicity in the 
raid. That is no justification for it, and 
it is one reason why [ shall vote for this 
Amendment, because it seems to me that 
the ordinary British citizen and ‘the 
man in the street” would say tliat we 
have to look to the Government of this 
country to protect us and our Empire, 
and the fact that they have not done so 
is not in the least justified because a 
trading company was guilty of a con- 
spiracy at the time of the Jameson raid. 
So far as the preparations for war are 
concerned, I cannot imagine anybody 
asserting the converse of this proposition, 
and declaring that the Government have 
acted with knowledge, foresight, and 
judgment. We have heard of the military 
preparations and of the under-estimating 
of the number of troops required, the 
numbers and nature of our enemy, 
and their means of carrying on warfare. 
I believe that if it were not for the fact 
that the Amendment which is before the 
House involves the question of confidence 
in the Ministry, and if we could have the | 
division by ballot a very large majority 
of the Members of this House would 
vote for it upon the grounds I have | 
stated. In answer to this case, the 


Government put up two contentions, both 
of which seem to he absolutely self-con- 
tradictory. In the first place, they say that | 
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they thought war was unlikely, because the 
probability was that the Transvaal would 
give way at last. If this were the view 
generally taken, surely the business of a 
wise and prudent Government is to run 
no risks at all, and to provide even 
against the possibility of war, and the 
contingency that hostilities would result 
from the negotiations as they went on. 
But the fact remains that what the 
Government have done in this case has 
heen that they allowed their diplomacy 
to outstrip their military preparations, 
and the exeuse which the Under Secretary 
for War has given is extraordinary. He 
said that the reason the Government did 
not make more military preparations 
during the negotiations was hecause they 
did not want to hamper the diplomacy 


and, possibly, thereby precipitate hos- 
tilities. I do not think there is 
much justification for that hypo- 
thesis, because it is well known 


that the Boers were only waiting for 
the grass to grow in order that they 
might be able to operate with their 
mounted infantry on the plains of Natal. 
If Her Majesty's Government had sent 
out the troops in July there would have 
been much less risk of a declaration of 
war at all. The alternative contention 
put forward by the Government has now 
practically been given up-—-I allude to the 
suggestion that the Government did not 
know the Boer strength and the ¢con- 
sequent reflection involved upon the War 
Office and the Intelligence Department, and 
Mr. Conyngham Greene. I[ do not think 
that was a contention which could 
possibly have held water for a moment 
in view of the facts. So far as regards 
the question of the administration of the 
War Office [am bound to say that I think 
the Government have a great deal to ex- 
plain which they have not attempted to 
deal with, and which it is highly desirable 
not in the interests of party but in the 
interests of the people of this country that 
they should satisfactorily answer. 

After all, in these matters the man in the 
street represents very much the average 
opinion ; most of us are ignoramuses on 

questions of military administration. [AN 

Hon. Member : No, no.|I speak with the 


' assurance of ignorance myself, but I have 


not been above sitting at the feet of 
authority. I have sat out the Army 
Estimates every session since I have been 
a Member of this House, and I am bound 
to say that the impression produced on 
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my mind by what I have heard on 
previous occasions from military experts 
in this House has not been removed 
by the admirable speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber the Under Secretary of State for War, 
But I attach a great deal more importance 
to the future than to the past. I attach 
more importance to the results which 
may follow this war than I do to re- 
criminations as to what has gone before. 
I hope that we shall have a silver lining 
to the dark cloud which has been hanging 
over us, if as the result of this war we 
get the people of this country and this 
House to recognise the deficiencies under 
which we are apparently labouring, and 
see that the proper remedy is applied to 
them. I have only to say that I am cer- 
tain that the overwhelming majority of 
this House, and indeed of this country, 
are ready to support this war to the only 
conclusion to which, in my judgment, it 
ought to be pushed, the only one con- 
sistent with the national character of the 
British people. There will be noth- 
ing begrudged in the expenditure of 
money, and those fighting for us will 
not grudge the expenditure of blood for 
the purpose of carrying out the calls 
which their country makes upon them. But 
I think it is all important that we should 
see when this lamentable war has been 
carried to a conclusion that there shall be 
no possibility of the same mischief arising 
again and the same remedy having to be 
applied a second time. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): 1 
should like to say a few words on this 
subject before the debate is brought to a 
close, inasmuch as I happen to have been, 
during September, October, and November 
last, in the particular part of the world in 
which the events have happened which 
we are now discussing. In_ passing 
during those critical months through 
the districts of Cape Colony and_ the 
Orange Free State it was my pleasure to 
see a great number of persons. Although 
[ should be very sorry to claim any expert 
knowledge of South Africa, | think, 
after having spent that very critical period 
amongst those persons, and having heard 
an immense variety of opinion there, I[ 
perhaps may be allowed to say a few words 
on this particular occasion. I candidly 
acknowledge that there is much that one 
might criticise concerning what has taken 
place if this was an occasion fer a party 
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battle, but I cannot help thinking that 
not only this country but all the colonies 
of South Africa—I will go further and 
say all the colonies of this great Empire 
—are looking for something much higher 
than the question of party battle. There 
is one thing we all want, and that is, to 
bring this war to a satisfactory termina- 
tion. We want to bring it to such 
a satisfactory termination as will add 
dignity and power to this country and do 
justice to all parties in South Africa, 
That, in my opinion, can only be done by 
placing the whole of the country from the 
Zambesi to Cape Town under the British 
flag. What we should do here, and what 
the country is demanding is that we 
should consider how we can help to carry 
this out, and I am sorry to see that 
recriminations have been raked up, and 
that various questions have been ‘aised 
as to the merits of one side and the other, 
when all we ought to consider and think 
about is how to strengthen the Govern- 
ment in power to enable them to carry 
out this work to a successful conclusion. 
When the proper time comes there are 
many things that most of us will wish to 
inquire into, I[ fully agree that there 
are many things-—possibly some un- 
pleasant things—which we shall have to 
inquire about. I think it will be acknow- 
ledged that I have never been a very 
subservient member of this particular 
party, but I have always said most 
emphatically what I think and what I 
feel. I know this has not always been 
considered fashionable, and certainly 
it has not been very profitable. But there 
is a time for all things, and the present 
time and the present purpose demand 
something much higher than these party 
recriminations. [I think we should all 
combine with the Government with one 
end in view, and be alive to the enormous 
importance of the present position, 
hecause, as I have said, this is not merely 
a contest with regard to South Africa 
or the Transvaal ; it is a contest fraught 
with issues that affect the whole position 
of our great Empire. The view I tookin 
August and the view I take now, judging 
by the experiences of my visit to the Cape 
and what has happened since, is that 
these reverses or checks to our progress 
in the campaign will leave no permanent 
impression on the minds of the colonists 
unless the Government fails in its task 
and its duty to the nation. Now, we all 
| know that our Army is an army capable 
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of everything that a man can reasonably 
expect it to do; and it is to this House 
that the Army looks for sympathy and 
support. They are looking to us 
from all parts of South Africa in the 
expectation and hope that we will do our 
utmost to safeguard their interests. They 
desire that nothing should be left undone 
to strengthen their position, and nothing 
forgotten which will tend to save life. 
I would ask, Sir—and it is a fair question 
to ask at this critical period—are we quite 
certain that the Government are wholly 
alive to the gravity of the present posi- 
tion? | am bound to say that until I 
heard the speech of the Under Secretary 
of State for War [ saw no_ indications 
that they were ; but I must frankly say 
now, after the speech of this young 
member of the Government, that my fears 
have been dispelled. I should like to say 
afew words on one or two points raised 
in the speeches of several Members. One 
point that has been referred to more than 
once is as to the advance that was made 
on Dundee and Glencoe, and why Lady- 
smith has been made the Aldershot of 
Natal. Now, Sir, this is a very important 
question. I happened to be in Natal 
during the dreadful fortnight which pre- 
ceded the landing of our troops from 
India... I do not want to exaggerate, but 
hon. Members sitting comfortably here 
can have no idea of the anxious feeling 
and tension that prevailed up to the Sun- 
day ; and after the troops came in people 
said tome : “To-day we can breathe again. 
Last Sunday we hardly dared to do so.” 
I had come down from Johannesburg, and 
[had seen the Boer forces accumulating in 
thousands on the berder, and there was 
nothing to stop them from raiding right 
down to Durban save the handful of 
troops we had up to that anxious fort- 
night. I think nohody will dispute that 
although the defence of Northern Natal 
may have been a military mistake, Sir 
George White, who accepted the respon- 
sibility of it, must be regarded as the hero 
of the campaign. While in Natal I sawa 
good deal of the Governor and of the 
Prime Minister, as well as of General 
Penn Symons, and I can easily understand 
why Sir George White surrendered his | 
military judgment in order to place him- | 
self in the position in which he now finds 
himself in Ladysmith. He has 10,000 
men there, and I still believe he will be | 
relieved. He has exhibited a policy and | 
behaved in a way which is a credit to the 
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long line of honourable and gallant men 
whom he has followed ; and I do sincerely 
trust that in criticising that military mis- 


take we shall weigh well all the 
circumstances, and these cannot’ be 


adequately realised by any but those 
actually on the spot. Of course, it 
all comes back to the question—that very 
serious question which will have to be 
considered later—-why Natal was not put 
into a state of preparedness when we 
knew that the Transvaal was arming to 
the teeth, and when we knew that their 
whole object was to take Natal. Yester- 
day I heard the speech of the hon. 
and learned Member for Dumfries, in which 
he said he considered that the grievances 


of the Uitlanders were _ practically 
nothing. It is very easy to consider per- 


sons’ grievances as unimportant if you do 
not happen to suffer from them yourself. 
In this country it is a common spectacle 
to see Members of Parliament airing the 
grivances of some clerk or other who is 
not receiving the salary he ought to have ; 
every little difficulty of his position is 
loudly proclaimed in this House. We 
consider it a monstrous injustice if the 
man’s labour is not properly remunerated. 
I say that it is strange that we should 
sit here and calmly belittle the grievances 
of our fellow subjects in a far-distant 
country. I was in Johannesburg for four 
weeks, and I have no hesitation in agree- 
ing with the hon. Member for South 
Shields as to the grievances under which 
the Uitlanders are labouring. I would 
like the hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries, and the right hon. Member 
for Bodmin who sits here—I don’t 
know why—to live in Johannesburg 
for tweive months; they would come 
back holding very different views, and 
would then know how to vote. The 
question of the war being one waged on 
behalf of the capitalists is, in my judg- 
ment, too absurd to be gone into. I 
cannot understand it. I am not a 
‘apitalist myself; but I think even a 
capitalist ought to be treated fairly and 
rightly. I took a great deal of trouble 
when in Johannesburg to find out some 


(of the conditions and difficulties under 


which the capitalist lives. As the hon. 
Member has just stated, the capitalist is 
There is 
no doubt about it; and when we hear 
that the men who have gone out to work 
in the mines are only “the scum of the 


earth,” I say, emphatically, it is not true. 
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I went down the mines myself, and I can ) 


safely assert that the great bulk of the 
miners are as creditable a set of workmen 
as you will find anywhere. 
men of intelligence, their labour is 
strictly technical, and they have as much 
right to be protected as anyone. 
over, it is said that these men are 
money-grubbers. How does that declara- 
tion agree with the fact that many of 
these men now form the best of our 
colonial troops?! The work done by 
the Imperial Light Horse and Thorney- 
croft’s Horse has been most excellent. 
They are soldiers of whom we need never 
be ashamed. Well, J have also heard of 
the difficulties raised by the Jameson 
raid. I do not wish for a moment to 
defend the Jameson raid and the part 
played in it by Mr. Rhodes. That is 
undoubtedly the weak spot in the whole 
South African case. But it must not be 
forgotten what led to this raid. I 
remember that when the Greeks talked 
about raiding Crete it was not considered 
a very great crime. And [ also remember 
a certain telegram that was sent which did 
not show that raiding was always an 
iniquity. As to the raid being put for- 
ward as an excuse for the arming of the 
Transvaal, ] may say that I was much 
interested in what I heard on the subject 
when I was there. I must candidly say 
that there was no concealment about the 
arming. It was common talk. I saw 
some of the men come in and walk off 
again armed with their guns ; and 
although many thought then that war 
might be averted, the natural feeling 
was that war had been talked of for 


a long time. The point has been 
raised and referred to many times, 
whether the war was inevitable. Of 


course this also is quite an academic 
question. It does not matter much 
whether it was inevitable or not so far as 
getting done with it as soon as possible 
is concerned. But the subject should be 
carefully considered when the war is prac- 
tically over—what were the circumstances 
which led up to it? First of all, there is 
the great question of race hatred and the 
corruption of the Boer Government. In 
this connection I think it is really re- 
markable, as instancing the state of affairs 
that has existed in the Transvaal, that a 

large number of the wives and families of 
Boers resident there, as well as in the 

Orange Free State, have absolutely been | 
sent down to Capetown in order to be in 

Mr. Bartley. 
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safe keeping during the war. Now we 
can see the abominable conditio. of 
| things the country is in when the Boers 
have to send their own wives and families 
down to British territory to be protected 
from their own kindred, whose character 
is to kill and destroy. One other ques- 
tion to consider is as to the future of 
these nations. It is too early to talk of 
the future ; but we must be careful to 
protect the colonists, and to make it clear 
that we are determined that this state 
of things shall never happen again. In 
dealing with South Africa we have 
never permanently known our own 
mind. We _ have been continually 
changing our policy, first holding 
the country and then giving it back, and 
the loyal inhabitants have suffered in 
consequence. We must be absolutely 
supreme over the whole of these Re- 
publics, as we shall have no abiding peace 
until the Boer rule is absolutely gone. 
To refer for one moment to the Amend- 
ment proper. I think there are many of 
us who will agree with me that successive 
Governments have neglected their duty 
in regard to the preparations we should 
have made in South Africa. The present 
Government will agree now that not 
enough has been done to prepare for this 
serious war——not only by themselves, but 
by their predecessors. We have not done 
what we might have done since 1881. But 
that is no reason for adopting this Amend- 
ment, forthatwould certainly meanachange 
of Government. And whom should we 
put in instead? We should have to put 
those in position and power who have been 
worse than thisGovernment have heen, and 
that would be a leap from the frying-pan 
into the fire. Some of our opponents seem 
to think that we are fond of war; but 
there is not an hon. Member on either 
side of the House who does not hope that 
this war should be brought to an end. 


There are some of us. who have 
our sons engaged in it, whose 


lives are in imminent danger; and 
we all feel, with the hon. and learned 
Member for South Shields, that this is a 
just war, despite its pains and penalties. 
We must not shrink from our duties, 
any more than our ancestors sharnk from 
the duties that were placed upon them, 
and we must not falter in our deter- 
mination to bring the struggle to a 
successful issue. Having done _ that, 
the future of South Africa will be a 
great one. By temporising now, we 
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are only putting off the evil day, and I 
trust, therefore, that, in the interests of 
the country, as well as in the interests of 
the soldiers whose lives are at stake, 
the Government will do their utmost, in 
every way, to strengthen their hands, and 
not be wrapped up in the carping cri- 
ticisms that we hear in certain quarters. 
Patriotism, I believe, will rise supreme 
over party feeling, and although I am 
sorry that we have not taken the advice 
proffered of ending the debate at once— 
] candidly say I should have been only 
too glad not to have spoken at all-—the 
time has come when the only criticism on 
the Government, while the war lasts, 
should be such criticism as will tend to 
rouse them to prosecute it with their 
whole energy. 


SiR EDWARDGREY (Northumberland, 
Berwick) : Some hon. Members and some 
organs of public opinion outside havesought 
to produce the impression that it would 
have been impossible for this debate to 
he initiated or to be continued if those 


who took part in it appreciated the | 


seriousness of the situation in which the 
country is placed. I do not follow that 
reasoning. It is the seriousness of the 
situation which has produced this debate. 
I certainly—and I doubt whether any 
hon. Members of longer experience than 
mine can do so—cannot remember any 
time at which anyone who took part in 
debate in the House took part in it under 
asense of such strict obligation to open 
his whole thought on the matter of the war. 
One of the advantages of the Amendment 
is that it makes that easy. But it is not 
easy to speak with the perfect freedom 
with which we ought to speak in such a 
serious matter without running the risks 
of alienating some friends and of offending 
more than usual the susceptibilities of 
some opponents. The first thing I wish 
to say to the House is one which I think 
will meet with general acceptance. I 
recognise that the speech of the 
Under Secretary for War is one which 
has given great support to the Govern- 
ment. I recognise that he made some | 
points against this Amendment with | 


great force, though I think his skill con- | 
tributed greater force to those points than 
they were entitled to if considered only 
by the impartial mind; but I wish to 
express my gratitude to him, because he 
has perceptibly raised my own spirits. | 
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It is true that it was mainly a depart- 
mental speech; it dealt in detail with 
important matters, but they were mainly 
departmental matters. It could not range 
over some of the wider issues of this 
question ; it could not take the place of 
the responsible statement made by a 
Cabinet Minister on the whole situation ; 
but it has done something to lift the 
gloom. It is the first thing that has hap- 
pened since the Leader of the House 
spoke at Manchester in any way to dispel 
the gloom which has fallen on the country 
ever since. For that we are grateful. | 
will not enter into detail on the hon. 
Member’s speech. I said that I was con- 
scious of the seriousness of the situation. 
Let me clear one matter out of the way 
at the beginning. There is one thing, 
and one thing only, in this situation on 
which I look with a thoroughly light 


heart, and that is the differences o 
opinion which may exist among th 
Opposition. There are differences ol 
opinion. We are all agreed that there 
has been great mismanagement on 


the part of the Government. But we 
recognise that we have differences of 
opinion with regard to the merits of the 
war; and this Amendment was not in- 
tended to cover all those differences of 
opinion or to conceal them. I freely ad- 
mit that I am unable to bestride the 
chasm that separates my hon. and 
learned friend the Member for South 
Shields and my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for the Dumfries Burghs. 
I do not know whether to rejoice most 
that I am most closely associated with 
the sentiments of the hon. and learned 
Member for South Shields, or to regret 
that I am so far separated from the hon. 
and learned Member for Dumfries. But 
the hon. and learned Member for Dum- 
fries rendered one very valuable service 
by his speech. I have said that this 
Amendment was not: brought forward for 
purely party purposes. I think that 
everyone who listened to the hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries and heard 
his emphatic denunciation of the com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the raid 
and all its proceedings, and who re- 
membered how that committee was com- 
posed, will be the first to realise 
that it was not for party  pur- 
poses that this debate was initiated. 
The Amendment is undoubtedly a vote of 
want of confidence. Does anyone, 
examining his own mind strictly on 
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this matter, deny that the reputation of | 
the Government for foresight, grasp, and 
efficiency, has been greatly impaired by 
the events of the last few months? It 
has been impaired ; and it has to be re- 
deemed. This Amendment is the ex- 
pression of our sense of the tremendous 
extent to which our confidence has been 
impaired ; but it leaves to us the earnest | 
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and sincere hope that that reputation | 


may yet be redeemed. [Hon. MEMBERS: 
Oh!] I hear the First Lord of the 
Admiralty throw some doubt on the 
sincerity of that hope. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. GOscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) : I said that the Amend- 
ment would not leave you with the hope 
you express if you were to carry it. 


Si EDWARD GREY: Yes, Sir, but 
a Government whose reputation has once 
been impaired must be prepared to stand 
criticism, and its first opportunity of | 
doing something to redeem its reputation 
is to meet that criticism in a better spirit 
than has yet been shown. That oppor- 
tunity, at any rate, this Amendment pro- 
vides. But first let me say to the House 
that I wish to justify myself for having 
expressed an earnest hope that that repu- 
tation would be redeemed. We cannot 
withhold our censure for what has passed, 
but we are prepared to give the Govern- 
ment our help in the future. [Hon. 
MerMBERS : Oh!] I wish to be honest with 
the House, and to let the House and the 
Government know exactly for what we 
blame them, and exactly what the value 
of our support in the future is likely to 
be. This Amendment, though it is a) 
vote of want of confidence, does not mean , 
any desire to reverse the policy of the 
Government, or to weaken the prosecution 
of the war. We are prepared to help to 
prosecute the war to the end. The First 
Lord of the Treasury has sought to de- 
preciate the value of the help which we 
might give by insinuating —for that is the 
proper word to use—that that help would 
he very limited ; that it would stop at a 
certain point; that it would stop when 
the Boers were expelled from British terri- 
tory. There is no warrant for that assump- 
tion. It was a construction of his own upon | 
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the words used. [Hon. MEMBERS: No, 
no.] Iam willing to refer him to other 
words, if he pleases, not uttered from this 
bench, but by a most important Member 
of the party on this side of the House. 
The hon. and learned Member for West 


| Fife, speaking on no light and trivial 


occasion from a party point of view —ata 
meeting of the National Liberal Federa- 
tion—described in glowing language his 
sense of the issue that was at stake. He 
said that in this war the fate of the 
whole Empire was at stake ; and that we 
must press on until the British flag was 
flying at Johannesburg and Pretoria, 
Well, Sir, I think that is a statement as 
far-reaching as the right hon. Gentleman 
could wish for. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
agree. If that statement represents the 
policy of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition I have no 
criticism whatever to offer upon it. 


[ entirely 


Str EDWARD GREY: T have given 
the right hon. Gentleman some instances 
of the value of the support likely to come 
from this side of the House. I have not 
yet given my own definition of the objects 
to be attained by the war. The primary 
object of this war—or of the policy which 
has ended in this war-—-was not to drive 
the Boers from British territory, because 
they were not on British territory at that 
time. The primary object was not to 
plant the British flag at Johannesburg or 
Pretoria. There are those who think 
these two things must be the results of 
the war; but they were not the 
primary objects of the war. Then what 
were the objects of the war? The objects 
which [ wish to see attained, and in 
attaining which I pledge myself to give 


/my utmost support to the Government, 


are mainly two. Others may arise after- 
wards, but there are enly two which it is 
necessary for us to bear in mind at the 
present moment. The first is equal rights 
between white men in South Africa. By 
that I mean that never again, as far as it 
is humanly possible to prevent it, shall a 
situation arise in any part of the British 
sphere in South Africa in which a modern 
industrial community shall be placed 
by any possibility under the heel 
of an antiquated minority domi 
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nated by prejudice and governed by 
corruption. Let us make that impossible ; 


let us ensure that into whatever districts 
South Africa may be divided, whatever 
arbitrary divisions there may be, in no 
circumstances whatever shall the govern- 
ment be out of sympathy with the 
majority of the white inhabitants. The 
second object is this—that never again 
in South Africa shall it be possible for an 
arsenal to be formed, and an accumulation 
of military material to be made, under 
any control except British control. Those 
are the objects in view; that is the end 
to be attained. ‘To that end the Govern- 
ment will have our support. 


Hon. Members: Oh! 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: For whom do 
you speak ? 


Sin EDWARD GREY: [have quoted 
instances of the support likely to he 
given to the Government, but if the 
right hon, Gentleman chooses to challenge 
me, of course I speak only for myself. 
I am perfectly certain, however, that on 
this side of the House the large amount 
of support given to those objects is such 
that it justifies us in saying to the world 
at large that, in prosecuting those two 
objects, the support of the House 
and the support of the country will 
be given to the Government. Well, 
thing more about the 

The question of the merits 
of the war has been discussed on this 
Amendment. Of course that question 
comes well within the four corners of the 
Amendment, but it is not a necessary part 
of the Amendment. The hon. and learned 
Member for Dumfries made a speech 
yesterday so clear, so earnest, and so 
emphatic that he has laid upon others the 
necessity of being equally clear, earnest, 
and emphatic. I do not wish to extend 
the scope of the debate by arguing this 
question ; and therefore I will ask the 
House to allow me simply to state my 
own view, and to leave argument on this 
point to another time. I have argued it 


Sir, one 
Amendment. 


elsewhere, and I am prepared to do so 
again; but there are more important 
matters now before us than the merits of 
the origin of the war. 


I have stated 
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‘elsewhere, but I will state again, that in 
my opinion we are in the right in this 
war. It isa just war. It is a war which 
has been forced upon this country. [ 
never will subscribe for one moment to 
what is so freely stated out of doors that 
in this contest the Boer Government, that 
oligarchy with its picturesque but anti- 
quated prejudices, but whose agents of 
Government were corrupt -— that that 
Government — still stands for freedom 
and liberty in South Africa. That is 
intolerable, and I shall never subscribe to 
that, and I am willing to say I throw no 
odium on the Government for having pro- 
voked an unjust war—I do not believe 
that they have provoked the war—and I 
am willing to cheer them in their task. The 
arguments which I have used elsewhere I 
need not repeat. I pass now to the heart 
of the Amendment. Well, it is said that 
this Amendment, proposed at this early 
period of the session, will open the flood- 
gates of public eriticism; and it is re- 
markable that those who are most given to 
criticise the Government are those who are 
most given to indulging in this reproach ; 
it is they who tell us that this Amend- 
ment opens the floodgates of criticism. 
Well, the organs to which I refer are 
not entitled to a monopoly of criticism of 
the Government, and it hardly rests with 
them to say that this Amendment opens 
the floodgates. I must appeal to the 
whole House at large whether in this 
matter, supposing no Amendment had 
heen moved from the front bench at all, 
it would have been possible for the 
Government to begin the session without 
a large discussion. I hope that this 
Amendment will serve the purpose of 
clearing the air, and that it will at least 
supply ample opportunity to all sides of 
the House for expressing their views so 
that the House may, after, as I have 
said, the air has been cleared, go on to 
business. But consider the position 
those of us who are anxious to support 
the Government in the way I have stated 
in the future would have been in—con- 
sider the position we should have been in, 
having supported the Government, if we 
had withheld our criticism, if we had kept 
it in reserve with the intention of bring- 
ing it out at the most inconvenient time 
we could find afterwards. I think it is 
better, much better, that the criticism 
which we have to make should be made 
now. We can, therefore, having made 
our criticism now, give our support to the 
Third Day. 
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Government in earrymg on this war with 
less apprehension of being misunderstood 
than if we withheld it until the period I 
have suggested. Will this discussion do 
any harm, any real harm —-is it doing any 
real harm—to the 
country ’ The Under Secretary for War 


told us in the course of his speech that it ; 


would delay the statement which he was 
prepared to make to the House as regards 
the future. | was delighted to hear him 
allude to the future. The Under Secretary 
told us that he is to make this important 
statement, and [| am glad, and I am sure 
the House is glad, that that statement is 
to be left in such skilful hands in hands 
so congenial tothe House. Is the Under 


Secretary prepared to make that state-! 


ment now! When the Secretary of State 
was asked in another place whether he 
was prepared to make a statement of the 
kind referred to by the Under Secretary 
he replied that he was not ina position to 
name a day for the debate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The House was 
empty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not usual to 


make such a statement in another place. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: The Secretary 
of State did not say that. But there is a 
more important question than that. The 
question is, Is this discussion delaying 
any work that is to be done ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 

Sirk EDWARD GREY: If that be so, 
then I think that does clear us from the 
most serious charge. Our action is not 


delaying the work, and the Leader of the | 


House assures us of that. The public 
interest, therefore, will not suffer, though 
the interest of the debate may suffer. As 
to the debate, that is a matter which 
rests in the hands of the House itself as a 
whole. Having cleared up that point, let 
me tell the Under Secretary for War, who 
expressed suprise in regard to this Amend- 
ment, that in my opinion those who are 
responsible for the very large amount of 
support which the Amendment has 
received are his own colleagues. Had the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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the Treasury, or any Minister of that 
rank, dealt with the situation before the 
session began in the spirit in which it has 
been dealt with to-night by the Under 
Secretary it would have taken away from 
many of us the impulse and the necessity 
to say some of the things which we have 
had to say in the course of this debate. 
' But the speech which the First Lord of the 
Treasury made at Manchester was one 
‘which caused, not, I think, to me alone, 
the greatest pain that any public utter- 
has caused for some considerable 


ance 
time. What was the situation / 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR made a remark 


which was inaudible, 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Yes, and the im- 
, pression that speech made, general as the 
impression was, still remains, because we 
have had nothing better than that speech 
from any Cabinet Minister since. What 
was the situation? The situation in 
which the right hon. Gentleman spoke 
was this. The country had been disap- 
pointed, perhaps dismayed —well, _ per- 
haps dismayed is too strong a word —Iut 
the country was deeply pained by the 
misfortunes which had taken place. It 
had been disappointed beyond all mea- 
sure by the course of events in South 
Africa. The country was anxious about 
the course of events and about the fate of 
certain positions then in danger. The 
country in this critical time was looking 
to the first speech of a responsible Mini- 
ster. -it was looking with anxiety for a 
serious review of the war and the posi- 
tion in which the country was placed. 
It was looking for a serious statement 
as to what the means that were to be 
taken for the future were likely to 
be. If astatement had been made, if 
there had been an acknowledgment 
that mistakes had been committed, 
that the members of the Government, 
who are more conscious of these mistakes, 
and understand them better than any- 
body else, were prepared to draw from 
the past the lessons of experience neces- 
sary to redeem the future, anxiety would 
have been somewhat relieved. But in- 
stead of that the right hon. Gentleman 
in his speech did not deal with the situa- 
tion from that point of view—he did not 
review it as a whole. He made a speech 
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which had an air of pleasantry and; Sim EDWARD GREY: Here is the 
fatalism about it, and inspired general | quotation 

distrust. It is not an unfair OMA of | “Supposing ”—said the right hon. Gentle- 
that speech to say that it amounted to man—‘‘we had come to Parliament in the 
this—that nothing that happened could | middle of August and said, ‘We want you to 


have been foreseen, or else the Govern- | vote us immense supplementary estimates tor 
: ey eee : r the provision of immediate transport to South 
ment would have fon Hee hig ‘ The Africa, we want you to call out the Reserves, 
Government took refuge behinc all sorts and we want you to embody the Militia,’ what 
of defences — behind public opinion, | would have been the reply—not of t e Opposi- 
behind “the man in the street,” behind | tion alone, not of the men who merely exist 
ov ait ie Roe > taken | Politically exist, I mean—to take advantage. 
the dy ar They have me ne i some argumentative or controversial ad- 
refuge - vehind the Treasury and beni | vantage, of the Government that happens to 
the British Constitution. Sir, we do not | be in power—what would have been said by 
: l A Be . 
want a shower of excuses of the kind. | the great mass of moderate opinion, both on 
|) ae er eS - ;, the other side and on our own side | of the 
The — hon. Gentleman | began his House, if we had made such a proposition ax 
speech by saying that the Government that? 1 think Ihave enough knowledge of the 
had nothing to apologise for—that was House of Commons to tell you what would have 
the last thing the country expected—and been said. They would have said, in the first 
this was followed bv one reason after place, ‘The proposals you make to us are incon- 
a : i ; , venient and very costly.” 
another for not having foreseen events. 
The facts could not be denied, and these Surely, Sir, that is public opinion. 
reasons were simply excuses. | remember 
one passage in the right hon. Gentleman’s ’ UR: T ‘ 
speech in which he dwelt with great Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gentle- 
emphasis upon the difficulty of sending 
out troops earlier to South Africa, and 
he said this was not done because it was | 
feared they would not have the support 
of public opinion. 


man has missed out the important passage. 
If he will read the preceding part he will 
see that that is hypothetical. I have not 
got the speech here, nor have I looked at 
it since it was delivered, but I feel sure 
that he will find that that is hypothetical. 
What I said was that we did not believe 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. If I re- that war was likely or probable, but that 
if we had held a different opinion from 
the one we did hold, we should have been 
met with those statements. 


member that speech rightly—-and I won’t 
repeat the whole argument—what I said 
was this. I had believed that war was 


impre able, and that, under these cireum- | Sir EDWARD GREY: The right 
stances, it would have been most un-' hon. Gentleman has excited my svm- 
reasonable to destroy the chances of | pathy ; he has not read the report of his 
diplomacy by sending troops prematurely ) own speeches. I maintain that the hypo- 
to South Africa. I hope the hon. Gentle- thesis is exactly what I had put. It is 
that if you had taken a certain course, 
public opinion would have said to you 
that it is inconvenient—— 


man, Who says he has read my speech so 
many times, will in that case quote it 
accurately. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
Sir EDWARD GREY: The impres- | hon. Gentleman will not think I am 
sion I gained from the speech was cer- unduly interrupting him. I certainly do 
not mean to do so. But he is repeating 
afterwards I will give it to the right hon. | — range ; = Bisse deo ae — 
‘ : : | criticism, but one which I think has been 
Gentleman, but I am sure I am in the illegitimately passed upon me—namely, 
recollection of the whole country that | the assumption that I stated as a fact 
statements have been made on behalf of | what I stated as a hypothesis. It was a 
the Government that they were unable to | hypothesis. 


go in advance of public opinion. plat 1s) 
I Str EDWARD GREY : Very well. 


tainly that. If I can find the quotation 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: Quote them) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then do not 
from my speech. | State it as a fact. Do not say that we 
Third Day. 
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I should like the right 


or of the House of Commons, when, as | hon. Gentleman to explain how it was 
: | “sige 
a matter of fact, we were not influenced | that he came in his speech at Manchester 


by it. 


' 
| 


to say that there was in his mind a pro- 
bability that the negotiations in which 


Sin EDWARD GREY: Well, all | | they were engaged might tide over war 


can say is that it is a great pity that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not take the 
course which he says was a hypothetical 
course. 


in the street. He said he had no more 
opportunity of knowing the intentions of 
the Transvaal than the man in the street. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


going to war, yes. 


As regards 


Str EDWARD GREY : Yes. 
to be, I think, one of the great merits of 
the old diplomacy that it prided itself on 


| for a year. 


| 


The right hon. Gentleman cer- | 


tainly did shelter himself behind the man | 1" 
: | minds, thought perhaps that a year stood 


Supporting the Government 
with regard to these negotiations, I never 
for a moment imagined that all last 
summer, when we were discussing this 
question, any one in the Cabinet, in their 


between them and war. ‘That, Sir, is the 
greatest condemnation which could have 
been made by any Minister of his own 
policy. If the nature of them was so 


| delicate and narrow as that the negotia- 


tions would only stave off war for a year, 


| why were the negotiations entered upon 


It used | 


knowing, or on an intelligent anticipa- | 


tion of, the intentions of those with whom 
it was dealing. 
Government were the 
nation, and it is not for them as trustees 
to say that those whose interests they 
held in trust knew no better than them- 
selves. I will not labour those two 
points, but I do resent the British Con- 
stitution being brought into the matter. 
The British Constitution would lend itself 
to excusing anything which could be 
desired. 
that the British Constitution makes any- 
thing impossible and is absolutely un- 
workable. But the 
is the most pliable and the most efficient 
institution in the hands of a powerful 
Government. With the British Constitu- 
tion a powerful Government, with such a 
majority as the right hon. Gentleman has 
had, could have done anything, and our | 
complaint against them—a complaint [| 
have brought, not merely in respect to | 
this matter, but others also—is that | 
they have not ventured to use their large | 
majority as they might have done. They 
have hoarded it ; they have endeavoured 
to preserve it rather than to make 
the use of it which circumstances 
demanded. And that has brought | 
us to this point. If we are in 
the right in this war, how does | 
it come about that the country is in such 
trouble? [Hon. Members : Oh 1 Hold- 
ing as I do that we are in the right, I am | 


Now, in this matter the | 
trustees for the | 


It is easy to prove on paper | 
| tions, while few men were rash enoug 


sritish Constitution | 


with so little preparation? The right 
hon. Gentleman does not dispute that 
construction of his speech. I have the 
quotation here. 


Mr. A J. BALFOUR: I do not. re- 
member it, but I should like very much 
to hear it. 

Sm EDWARD GREY : This is it 


“T do not say that you might not find here 


| and there some prophet of evil who told us 


that, as soon as the grass grew, the Boers and 
their horses would be in the field. But if you 
considered, as we had to consider, the balance 
of competent opinion upon South African ~~ 

1 to 
hazard the prophecy that South African ques- 
tions would ultimately culminate in war, for 
the present, at all events, the probability was 
that we should obtain such rights for the 
Uitlanders in the Transvaal as should tide 
over the present year, the present difficulty, 
till perhaps a period arrived when, either by 
accident or design, it might suit the Boer 
leaders to precipitate the struggle from which 
they hoped, but vainly hoped, to reap so much 


| for their national advantage.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And you call 


_ that tiding it over for a single year. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: What I said 
was that the right hon. Gentleman had 
stated that there was a probability that 


it might be tided over for the present 


year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 


entitled to ask, Why are we in such; Gentleman has given my quotation. I 


trouble? There was not foresight in the | have nothing more to say. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


I accept it. 
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Sir EDWARD GREY: It is the only 
conclusion, I think, to draw from that 
quotation, that possibly the negotiations 
might stave off war for a year. [Hon. 
Members: No.| If there is any mean- 
ing in words at all it must mean that 
some preparation should have been made. 
(Hon. Members: No.] The one thing 
that could excuse want of preparation is 
want of knowledge of the Boer army. 
] was delighted to hear from the 
Under Secretary for War this evening 
his complete exoneration of the 
Intelligence Department. Too long 
that department has lain under an un- 
just suspicion, for it now appears that the 
information it gave as regards the men 
and the guns of the Boers was accurate 
and complete. The question we have to 
ask is, Why did not the Government 
profit more by that intelligence? And 
again, How is it that the Government are 
so divided as to the intelligence which was 
given’ Hon. Members seem surprised 
that we on this side of the House should 
be united on this Amendment. It is far 
more strange that the Cabinet cannot be 
united as to what they were really told 
by the Intelligence Department as to the 
armaments of the Boers. To come now 
§ tothe military question. We have heen 
told that the generals have been given a 
free hand. [ accept that statement as 
true. But [ should like to know from 
what time it dates. When were the 
generals given a free hand? What, for 
instance, diverted General Buller from the 
original plan? We have been told “ the 
unhappy entanglement of Ladysmith.” 
Ladysmith, indeed, has been more than 
an unhappy entanglement—it has been 
the pivot of disaster. Speaking as a 
layman, it seems obvious to me that 
the great ally to have on your 
side in war is time; and the most 
formidable opponent to have against you 
is time. We assumed that in this war 
time would have been on our side. But 
the unhappy entanglement of Ladysmith 
has put time against us, and has brought 
us disaster. Where, then, is the responsi- 
bility to lie for that unhappy entangle- 
ment ? The military criticism, made by 
a great military authority—else I would 
not quote it—is that— 

“The disposition of the frontier garrisons 
had been carelessly made in South Africa. 
This disposition should have facilitated the 
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} concentration and distribution of the Army 


Corps at whatever basis and upon whatever 
line of advance the general in chief might 
choose—in other words, that the disposition of 
the frontier garrisons should have conformed 
to the needs of the Army Corps, but what 
actually happened is that the Army Corps 
had to conform to the needs of the frontier 
garrisons.” 


What I should like to know is, was 
that disposition of the frontier garri- 
sons in accord with the instructions 
of the military authorities at home ? 
Was there any difference between the 
colonial authorities and the military 
authorities at home on that question ¢ 


The responsibility in this matter is most 


serious, and what I ask is, was this dis- 
position of the frontier garrisons made 
with the entire consent of the military 
authorities at home ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 


Sik EDWARD GREY: Then I am 
prepared to say the best was done under 
the existing circumstances. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not wish to 
interrupt the hon. Baronet, but I think 
he is inferring from our assent more than 
should be properly inferred from it with 
regard to the military authorities at home. 
[ ought to tell him and the House that 
the defence of Glencoe and Dundee was 
done on the initiative and under the con- 
trol of the late General Symons. I only 
wish to correct the hon. Baronet if he 
draws the inference that that was done on 
the direction of the military authorities. 
at home. 


Sim EDWARD GREY: That is im- 
portant. In the case of a great campaign 
the most natural supposition would be that 
the disposition of the frontier garrisons 
would not have been made by those on 
the spot without the sanction of those at 
home, upon whom rests the responsibility 
for the arrangements. Yes, that is not 
unnatural in these days of the telegraph. 
I gather that the military authorities at 
home were not consulted with regard to 
Glencoe and Dundee. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They were not 
consulted. We first learned of the defence 
of Glencoe and Dundee from the news- 
paper accounts. 


Third Day 
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Sir EDWARD GREY: I will leave) 
the matter to he discussed by expert 
military authorities. But it seems to me 
that in the organising of a great campaign 
the people on whom rests the responsi- 
bility for carrying out the campaign , 
should have exercised the closest seru- 
tiny on the disposition of the frontier 
garrisons. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: How is it possible 
to supervise an action you did not 
anticipate ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Surely the 
campaign ought to have been more care- 
fully planned. Ought the disposition of 
the troops at the opening of the campaign 
to have been in such a way that the 
authorities at home could not anticipate 
an important move ! But it is impossible 
to clear up the matter this evering. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: | dislike very much 
interrupting the hon. Baronet, but I 
think he will see that the military 
authorities at home may have their 
own idea as to what the disposition of 
the troops should he, and may see that 
that disposition is made. But if the 
officer in command on the spot, on his 
own authority, alters that disposition, I 
think they would be held to be right in 
heing chary in interfering with his sub- 
seque:.t movements. 


Sir EDWARDGREY: Certainly, when 
the war has begun, but not before the war 
has broken out. That is the point in 
the disposition of the frontier garrisons. 
Now, I want to pass from the military 
point to a criticism which I think is 
very relevant and which I think justifies 
the position we take. What is the great 
mistake which has been made? It is a 
cheap reproach to bring against the 
Opposition that they are wise after the 
event. Really, what we want to be sure 
about is that the Government themselves 
-are wise after the event. It seems to me 
that even if it comes after the event it is 
still worth some attention. What is the 
great mistake which has been made 


throughout this South African question ? 
It has been this. There were two factors of 
great importance in the situation in South 
Africa during the last few years. One was 
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the grievances of the Uitlanders, and the 
second was the growth of the military 
power of the Transvaal. Of those two 
factors the growth of the military power 
of the Transvaal was the more important, 
but the Government concentrated their 


attention on the grievances of the Uit- 


landers. They ought to have taken up 
the question of the growth of the mili- 
tary power. They began their negotia- 
tions about the Uitlanders. It would 
have been serious to have such military 
force accumulating in any hands but our 
own, or in the hands of others, however 
friendly they were. But to have them 
in the hands of people who were known to 
be ill-disposed to us, who had given us 
evidence of their ill-will on many ocea- 
sions, was a great mistake. Why was no 
protest entered against the armaments ! 
The right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury has told us that the 
hands of the Government were tied by 
the raid. We never realised till the last 
few weeks the full misery of the raid. 
We never realised how much the hands 
of the Government were tied till we had 
speeches made telling us what a large 
share the ill-reputation incurred by the 


raid has had in preventing necessary 
action in South Africa. But the 
question which lies with all of us is 


this: If the consequences of the 
raid were so evil, why did not the 
Government do more at the time to clear 
us from those evils! Why the delay in 
the inquiry! Why the repression and 
the keeping back of certain things when 
the inquiry was completed? I admit en- 
tirely the argument which the right hon, 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth used at the time which weighed 
with the Committee, but I see now the 
pity that the thing was not cleared up at 
the time it was brought before the Com- 
mittee. What we fixed on were mere 
dregs, but they have made it possible for 
everyone of suspicion, for everyone in- 
side this country or outside of it who is 
ill-disposed to the Government or those 
connected with the raid, to stir up those 
dregs and excite suspicion. And when 
the Committee was over we felt the pity 
of the speech which was made in debate, 
the speech of the Colonial Secretary, with 
too strict and narrow a definition of the 
rules of honour --too narrow a definition 
unfortunately at any time, but doubly 
unfortunate at that time—because every 
word which was used to lighten, to miti- 
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gate the censure which was being passed { right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 


on the authors of the raid, every word 
which was used to rehabilitate the 
authors of the raid, only made heavier 
the load which the Government was 
carrying and which was __ paralysing 
their action. Well, if they could not for 
shame of the raid enter a protest against 
the arming of the Transvaal, I ask why 
did they not put the B sritish possessions 


in South Afriza in a state of defence ? | 


If they could not for shame say to the 
Transvaal Government, “ You must cease 
your armaments,” why did they net_ put 
the British possessions in a state of de- 
fence ? That brings me back to the state- 
ment of the First Lord of the Treasury 
as to the difficulty there would be in send- 
ing troops earlier. I admit that difficulty 
after negotiations, but why was it not 
done before negotiations began ! 
there have been a difficulty about public 
opinion? =[* Yes."] No, not if the 
Government had stated the facts of the 
ease. Yes, Sir, public opinion in so 
many of these matters is waiting for the 
Government to lead, but it now turns out 
that the Government have heen waiting 
to be led. When the negotiations were 
onee commenced it was difficult to send 
troops, and the hon. Member the Under- 
Secretary for War himself told us how 
they felt hampered at the War Office 
when negotiations were proceeding in 
sending out troops. [ remember him 
telling the House in October, in excellent 
language, that the Government forbore to 
were committed to 
persuade. If the Government had come 
down to the House in July and announced 
that they were going to send out troops 
at once, | admit that there would have 
heen a charge against them that they 

were Impe willing a i peaceful i issue, that the 
issue between a five and a seven years 
franchise was not worth fighting about. 
That was a false issue, but the Govern- 
ment had started the negotiations, and 
though I admit to the full the difficulty 
the negotiations made in putting our 
possessions in a state of defence, the difti- 
culty was one of the Government’: own 


making. The mistake was that they took 
wp the grievances of the Uitlanders, 


knowing that there was risk in the nego- 
tiations, when they ought before they 
entered on those negotiations to have put 
our possessions in a state of defence. 


Now, Sir, in conclusion, I have made my 
I regret very much that the 


critici Isms. 


Wonld | 
‘bound in honour to pass. 
‘that, T should like for the future to give 


the Treasury should have thought that [| 
have placed an unfair construction on his 
words, but I cannot understand — his 
language in any other sense than 
that I have endeavoured to convey. 
Whether this criticism of the action 
of the Government will do harm 


or good, and I think it will do more good 


than harm, it was impossible to pass over 
what has happened without survey. For 
the future, what is before us } The prose- 
cution of the war with vigour, power, 
and success? Yes, but more than that, 
the taking of such measures as may pro- 
tect the country against complications that 
may arise, and which, if they do arise, 
shall find chis country in a stronger posi- 
tion. Inall that [ will give my help to 
the Government, in spite of the criticisms 
I have passed upon them, and which I was 
In spite of 


to the Government in this question not 
only my help but my confidence. — I 
should be delighted to reserve all differ- 
ences of opinion in the future for home 
affairs ; but we can have no confidence in 
the Government while the spirit of their 
speeches is such as that I have criticised 
this evening. The mght hon. Gentle- 
man’s own comments on the eriticism 
passed upon him was that it was party 
criticism. It is not party criticism. Read 
the organs of public opinion. 


J. BALFOUR: I never said it 
I said it was unfair. 


Mr. A. 


Was party criticism ; 


Sin EDWARD GREY: The criticism 
was not purely party criticism. I am 
quite willing to accept the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own construction of what his 
meaning was. It was not party criticism. 
It was something much more serious. — It 
was a cry of dist-ess from the whole 
nation. There is no disquiet to be found 
in the spirit of the nation at this moment. 
It is full of power, it is energetic. The 
whole nation is moved, but the question 
which makes the country anxious is what 
power there is in the Government. Indi- 


vidual ability in the Cabinet is not 
denied, but there must be some mind 
which co-ordinates, which guides and 


controls the individual ability and sub- 
ordinates it to the policy of the whole. 
We have not seen the work of that mind 


Third Da Up 
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in the action of the Cabinet. 
not felt the confidence which the 
country would feel in a Cabinet 
controlled by one guiding mind in- 
spiring the whole. I cannot control the 
past. I look to the future. I express 
my sense of obligation for the speech of 
the Under Secretary for War to-night, and 
I do implore members of the Government 
like the First Lord of the Treasury and 
others who may speak in this debate to 
give us something better than we have 
yet had, something to show that they are 
more worthy trustees of the interests of 
the country. If they will appeal to the 
House in that spirit I believe they will 
meet with ample support, because I be- 
lieve that in the House, as a whole, that 
patriotism with which the whole country | 
is stirred is shared to the full. 


We have 
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courtesy of debate, when, in a debate of 
this kind, an hon. Member has spoken on 
one side, we look to the other side to 
follow. There is no lack of hon. Members 
on the other side who have shown a 
desire to take part in the debate, and the 
only conclusion I can come to is that 
those hon. Members who were going to 
make such long speeches thought that 
thirty minutes before the adjournment 
would not be sufficient to enable them to 
develop their theories on this subject. | 
venture to say that the desire of the 


|/Government that this debate should he 


closed as soon as possible is very natural, 
because the debate is directed against the 
same time it is 
usual in a debate of this kind that the 
supporters of the Government should take 
their fair share in it, if, indeed, they have 
anything to say in support of the Govern- 


; ment. 


Mr. SPEAKER was about to put the 
(Juestion, when 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
moved the adjournment of the debate. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” 
(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is rather 
unusual. We have had a most interest- 
ing and important debate. It was an 
open secret, if it is to be described as a 


secret at all, that the Government have 
desired throughout that this debate 
should be curtailed to the narrowest 


limits. That has been the desire of the 
Government; I gave notice of it last 
night and I gave notice of it to-mght in 
answer to a question. As the House is 
aware, the authorised ambassadors of the 
two front benches could not come to an 
agreement that the division should take 
place before Tuesday, and I think that it 
is very deplorable and unfortunate. I 
should have thought, under the circum- | 
stances, that that fact carried with it the 
obligation that some course should be 
taken with regard to the progress of the | 
debate by the party which desires this 
postponement. In any case, I think some 
gentleman ought to get up and continue 
the debate. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
According to the invariable conduct and 


Sir Edward Grey. 


| answer 


Sirk FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition is, in 
my opinion 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
I rise to order. What is the Question 
before the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Question is that 
the House do now adjourn. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : In 


that case I will reserve what I have to say. 


Mr. STUART: Mr. Speaker, we are 
perfectly justified in pressing this motion 
for the adjournment on this ground. After 
the speech of the hon. Baronet, the Mem- 
her for Berwick, a most remarkable speech 
which has been listened to with great 
interest and followed closely by all 
Members of the House, we sat still. A 
remarkable indictment has been brought 
against the Government, and we have 
waited in the full expectation that some 
member of the Cabinet was about to rise 
and explain the position they held in 
to that speech. I hope my 
hon. friend will press for the adjourn 
ment of the House so that we can get an 
answer to that speech. 


Question put. 


The House divided —- Ayes, 135 ; Noes, 
155. (Division List No. 2.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Hen. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge. Emerson 

sarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Bayley, Wueanas (Derbyshire) | 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Daly, eee S 

Dalziel, « James Henry 

Dilke, Right Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, ae 


Doogan, ig 

Dough: ia. he arles M. (Laaark) 
Evans, Samuel T. (G hectbes 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson. R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Firench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griflith, Ellis J. 


Gurdon, Sir Wim. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | 
Arrol, Sir Willian 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.( Maneh’r) 
Banbury, ae 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. allen Benjamin 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bette T Gibeon( King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 











Bullard, Sir Harry 
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AYES. 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

| Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 

| Hedderwieck, Thomas Chas. H. 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 

| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

Johnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. 


Joues, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumb land 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Mae Aleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell Dr. M.A. (Queens 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, (reorge 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mandeville, J. Franeis 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Nussey, T homas Willans 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


NOES. 


Butcher, John George 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon Henry 
Clarke, Sir Edward (Plyin’th) 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas ( Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radelitfe( Heref’d) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl] of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
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Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea. | 


W.(Derbysh. ) 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 


RtHnsSirv. | 


Smyth | 
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Oldroyd, Mark 
O'Malley, William 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington, SirGeoA(LanesS W 
P inkerton, John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richardson, J. (Durham,S. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
{unciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shee, James John 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsbire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorean, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, John L. 
Wason, Eugene 
Whiteley, George (Stockport ) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Frederick W.(Noriolk) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H.(Middlesbrough) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


(Leeds, S.) 


Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd( Maney 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Dickinson, 


Fisher, William Hayes 


Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, He nry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Thtrd Day. 
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Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs... Hn. A.G.H. (Cit yofLon) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G..J.(St.Geo.'s 
Goulding, Edw. Alfred 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G, 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexande 
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| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
| MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James! 
Maleolm, Ian 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
| Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. JJ. 
| Milward, Colonel Victor 
| Monckton, Edward Philip 
| Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants.) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
| More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
| Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
| Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.( Bute) 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Ox. Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A.C. E. 





Hermon- Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstd. 
Hobhiouse, Henry 

Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 

kkimber, Henry 
Lawrence,Sirk. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 


Penn, John 


Purvis, Robert 


Parkes, Ebenezer 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington.R.( Lanes. Newtor) 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


(Juilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Wentworth, Bruce ©. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.( Ashton-under-L 
Williams, Colonel R. ( Dorset 
Wilson, John Falkirk 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.({ Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Yerbureh, Robert Armstrong 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) Renshaw, Charles Bine | 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Sir William Walrond and 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Round James 
Lowles, John 


Lucas-Shadwell, William Russell, T. W. 


(Question again proposed, * That those 


Mr. Anstruther. 


Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham | 


(Tyrone) 


Was necessary in silence, ti order t 


words be there added.” avoid wasting valuable time. In the 
present session valuable time has been 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: [> wasted during the last two days. The 
am very glad that this debate has | question has been debated from the stand- 
now been raised bevond the level) point of party recrimination, and has not 
of a mere party discussion. Dur- | been raised to the level which under the cir 
ing last session the silence which was cumstances it should attain. What is 


observed on these benches was due to the 
self-denial and self-repression of private 
Members. We desired that the purpose 
for which the House was called together 
should be accomplished in the shortest 
possible time, and that supplies of men 
and material should be voted as quickly 
us possible. There were no doubt excep- 
tions to that rule. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin had 
not then been disavowed as he has been 
since by his constituents in this matter. 
He had not then been acting as chairman 
of a meeting in London at which cheers 
were given for President Kruger, as he 
was last night. There were other excep- 
tions also in the ranks of the supporters 
of the Ministry, but in the main 


private) Members desired to do what | 





the position of the country at the present 
time? Ten thousand of our countrymen 
are beleaguered in Ladysmith, being 
possibly on the verge of starvation and 
surrender ; the valour of 30,000 of the 
flower of owr troops has not succeeded in 
rescuing them, and their fate—and they 
deserve well of the country —-is trembling 
in the balance. Our troops are not only 
checked at Colenso but also at a place about 
fifteen miles from Kimberley. Parliament 
has been summoned earlier than usual 
in order to meet that situation ; and what 
has Parliament been doing, until by the 
speeches of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, and the 
Under Secretary of State for War, the 
matter has been lifted to the level it 
fairly deserves? Has Parliament taken 
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the 


something towards 


and transport for the quick termination 
of the war? No, Sir, Parliament has 
been engaged, on the initiative of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, in miserable party animosity 
and party disputation as to who was to 
blame for the war,and whoshould have sent 
out larger reinforcements at an earlier 
date. Ishould not be surprised if that 
impartial personage described by the 
Leader of the Opposition as “the 
ordinary Englishman,” and by the Leader 
of the House as “the man in the street,” 
were disgusted with the conduct of Par 

liamentarians at the present time, and 

was to say with Shakespeare : “ A plague 

on bth your Houses!” The motion of 
the noble Lord the Member for the Crick- 
lade division was blessed with the pre- 
liminary benediction of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition, 
but he did not give any promise of moral 
or material support in the prosecution of 
the war, his speech being a mere bid for 


popular favour—resting, as I allege, 
upon a reversal of his own words 


in this House and ef words which he ad- 
dressed to the country. Not one word 
of advice fell from the ex-Minister for 
War in his opening speech, nor a promise 
of assistance—nothing but an attempt to 
make political capital out of a situation 
full of national danger, and possibly of 
national disaster. Nero fiddled while 
Rome burned, and somehow one is re 
minded of it by the attitude of the Oppo- 
sition in face of this national crisis. But 
Nero at least knew his own mind, and I 
am not so sure that [ean say as much for 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition. On 21st April last he 
protested in this House against the in- 
crease of our troops in Natal. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Onthe contrary. The only time I madea 
speech about troops in Natal was on a ques- 
tion which involved the permanent reten- 
tion of a large body of troops inthat colony, 
and on that occasion I said that [ was not 
one to put difficulties in the way of the 
removal of troops by responsible Ministers, 
who were the sole masters of the disposal 
of Her Majesty's forces. 





patriotic counsel, has it sought to do | 
avoidance of I remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
national disaster, has it been considering V 
the immediate strengthening of our Army 
in the field, or the supply of further guns 
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Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : May 


the Queen’s Speech. 


when the Colonial Secretary stated that 
the troops in Natal for defensive purposes 
were to be increased from 3,000 to 9,000 
he protested against that increase. In 
July last the right hon. Gentleman used 
these words— 


“From the beginning of this story to the 
end of it I can see nothing whatever which 
furnishes a cause for armed intervention.” 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have several times within the last two 
days stated that the words I used were in 
connection with the whole of the negotia- 
tions with reference the Uitlanders’ 
grievances, the franchise, and so forth, 
and I stated that there was nothing that 
could constitute a heli in them. 
There may have been other reasons of 
which I was ignorant. 


COSUS 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: And 
yet the right hon. Gentleman complains 
of greater preparations not having been 
made. That appears to the mind of the 
ordinary Member to be an inconsistency. 
I quote further. At Maidstone o1 
October 6th the right hon. Gentleman 
used these words 


“fT ean discern nothing to Justify either war- 
like aetion or even military preparations. 


Was that part of the foresight in which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite accuse the 
Government of having been deficient 
Four days before war broke out and the 
Queen’s dominions were invaded, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that he then 
saw no reeson why there should be milt 
tary preparations. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The whole burden of our complaint is that 
the Government had knowledge on the 
subject which was not open tous. We 
did not know of the Boer preparations or 
the danger of the position. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 
do not deny that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not in a position to obtain infor- 
mation possessed by the Government, but 
even so late as last Tuesday the right hon. 
Third Dey, 
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Gentleman said he saw no reason for mili- | those responsible for the War Office— 


tary preparations at the time. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
On any ground that we knew. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 


honestly and sincerely think that the 


although the First Lord of the Treasury 


by gesture assumes the responsibility for 
the moment—I have some delicacy in 
apportioning blame for some of the details 


'in which the military preparations were 


lacking. I desire to do justice to the 
War Office, as I am sure every hon, 
Member of the House does. I think 


| there is infinite credit to be given to the 


right hon. Gentleman, when he stated | 


four days before war broke out that he 
then saw no reason for military prepara- 
tions was showing the same want of 
foresight —even allowing for the difference 
of knowledge between a man in office and 
u man out of office—as that of which 
he is now accusing the Government. The 
right hon. Gentleman in his speech last 
Tuesday asecused the Government of 
having sent driblets of troops into Natal. 
[ presume by that, that he thinks the 
troops should have been sent in large num- 
hers; but if they were sent in large numbers 
it is a truism to say that that would 
have destroyed the very last chance of 
a peaceful settlement. but if these troops 
had not been sent what would have happen- 
ed? Why, Sir, the Boer plan of campaign, 
which was to sweep over the whole colony 
of Natal and to take possession of Durban, 
would undoubtedly have sueeeeled, and 
then we should have been faced with an 
almost impossible task, because anyone 
who knows Durban knows that it is full 
of impregnable positions commanding tie 
entrance to the harbour, and that it 
would have been almost impossible even 
for the British Navy to capture it if it 
fell into the hands of the enemy. That 
was prevented by sending to Natal the 


driblets of troops of which the right 
hon. Gentleman complains. I[ hold 
no brief for the War Office. It 
is a tradition—a wise and chivalrous 


tradition, no doubi—that Ministers should 
protect Government officials in the 
departments for which they are respon- 
sible. I am under no such obligation. 
Speaking, however, in the absence of 


Wiur Office for having despatched over 
109,009 troops a distance of over 6,000 


miles with such remarkable  smooth- 
ness and almost unbroken © success, 
The mobilisation of the Reserve and 
the embodiment of the Militia 


seem to me to indicate the most careful 
preparation and forethought, and_not- 
withstanding allegations emanating from 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, the supplies of 
ammunition and clothing are in marked 
contrast to the state of things during the 
Crimean War. But the root of all our 
disappointment has been, [ venture to 
say, lack of complete intelligence. We 
were told in the excellent speech delivered 
by the Under Secretary of State for 
War that the number of the Boers had 
been estimated at something like 59,000. 
[ ask where is the proot that that esti- 
mate is correct! There was published not 
many weeks ago a letter which purported 
to have been written by General Joubert 
io v correspondent on the Continent, In 
tirat letter General Joubert stated that he 
recognised at least two British Agents, 
ant that he showed them only that part 
of tae armament possessed by his Govern- 
ment whieh was old and obsolete, and that 


he hid earefully from them the new 
guns. 
It being midnight the debate stood 


adjourned, 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at one minute after 
‘Twelve of the clock. 
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401 Standing Orders 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, February 2nd, 1900. 


tOLL OF THE LORDS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had prepared and laid it on the Table. 
The same was ordered to be printed. 
(No. 3.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minutes declaring that the 
under-mentioned persons were appointed 
to the offices set against their names 
without a Civil Service certificate through | 
inadvertence on the part of the heads | 
of their departments, namely :— 
I. John Brooks, engineman, Post | 
Office, London, Post Office De- | 
partment, 30th April, 1859. 

II. Joseph Hill, shell moulder, Royal 
Laboratory, War Office Depart- 
ment, 26th May, 1859. 





II]. Marianna Prince,  postmistress, 
Bridport, Post Office Department, 
llth January, 1865. 

Bryan McDonald, rural postman, 
Carrick-on-Suir, Post Office De- 
partment, 25rd April, 1875. 

V. William Cleaver, postman, 
Post Office Department, 
July, 1876. | 

George William ‘Seaborne, _ post- | 
master, Shoreham, Post Office 
Department, 18th December, | 
1877. | 


IV. 
Bath, | 
24th 


¥a, 


James Simpson, postmaster, Aln- | 
wick, Post Oftice Department, 
25th June, 1873. 


Vil. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES (INDUSTRIAL 
AND PROVIDENT SOCIETIES AND 
TRADE UNIONS). 

Reports of the Chief Registrar of 

Friendly Societies for 1899. 


LOAN SOCIETIES. 

Abstract of accounts of loan societies 
in England and Wales to 31st December, 
1898, furnished to the Central Office for 
the Registry of Friendly Societies. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 


{2 Fepruary 1900} 





Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
VOL. LXXVIII. [Fourru Sertss. | 





Committee. 


LAND CHARGES BILL [H.t.]. 


A Bill to amend the law relating to 
charges on land to matters connected 
therewith—Was presented by the Lord 
Chancellor ; read 1¢; and to be printed. 
(No. 4.) 
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STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Appointed: The Lords following, with 
the Chairman of Committees, were named 
of the Committee :— 


lL. Bedford. 
Marlborough. 
Northumberland. 
. Lansdowne, 
. Derby. 

“. Denbigh. 

. Chesterfield. 
i. Jersey. 

). Lauderdale. 
Waldegrave. 
{. Cadogan. 

). Belmore. 

K. Harrowby. 

ik. Amherst. 

Ek. Camperdown. 
Kk. de Montalt. 


. 


K. Carrington. 
k. Crewe. 

V. Sidmouth. 
\ 

| 


". Knutsford. 
Hopetoun. (2. Hopetoun.) 
(L. Chamberlain.) 
. Clinton. 


. Zouche of Haryngworth. 
. Balfour. 
doyle. (EZ. Cork and Orrery.) 
. Ribblesdale. 
L. Churchill. 
. Colchester. 
. Wigan. (£. Crawford.) 
L. Poltimore. 
. Kintore. 


i. 


i. 


(E. Kintore.) 


4 Deiper. 

L. Belp 

L. Brougham and Vaux. 
L. Fermanagh. (£. Erne.) 


L. Sudley. (£. Arran.) 
L. de Vesci. (V. de Vesci.) 


. Herries. 

. Monkswell. 

. Colville of Culross. 
L. Welby. 


— 
i. 


All Petitions relating to Standing 
Orders which shall be presented during 
the present Session referred to the Com- 
mittee unless otherwise ordered. 


P 
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STANDING COMMITTEE. { COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 


Ordered, That a Standing Committee 


be appointed for the consideration of such 
Public Bills as may be committed to it by 
the House. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE | 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Appointed: The Lords following, with 


the Chairman of Committees, were named | 


of the Committee :-— 
E. Cowper. 

E. Stanhope. 

E. Waldegrave. 

L.. Balfour. 

L. Boyle. (2. Cork and Orrery.) 

L. Ribblesdale. 

I 

| 


[ue 


~ 


4. Kintore. (£. Kintore.) 
.. Colville of Culross. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 

Select Committee appointed: The 
Lords following, with the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord President, the Lord Privy Seal, 
and the Chairman of Committees, were 
named of the Committee :— 

1). Richmond. 

1). Northumberland. 

M. Salisbury. 

M. Ripon. 

M. Breadalbane. 

E. Chesterfield. 
1. Waldegrave. 
5. Mount Edgeumbe. 
Belmore. 
Harrowby. 
Cawdor. 


, 
4 


4 


1. Camperdown. 


, 
4 
. 
’ 


. de Montalt. 

). Cranbrook. 

>. Ancaster. 

V. Peel. 

\V. Knutsford. 

L. Hopetoun. (4. Hopetoun.) 
(L. Chamberlain.) 

. Balfour. 
. Boyle. 

Ribblesdale. 


EK. 
K. 
K. 
KE. 
Ki. 
E. 
K. 
E. 
E. 
KE. 


{. Kimberley. 


L.. 

LL. (E. Cork and Orrery). 
I. 

L. Churchill. 

I.. Colchester. 

L. Rosebery. (2. Losehery.) 
L.. Belper. 

L.. Rowton. 

L. Tweedmouth. 

L. Colville of Culross. 

L.. Macnaghten. 

L. Welby. 


4 


4 


4 


| weeks. 


‘country 


' The Lords following, viz. :— 
K. Chesterfield, 

E. Waldegrave, 

L. Ribblesdale, 

L. Colville of Culross, 


| with the Chairman of Committees, were 
|appointed a Committee to select and 
propose to the House the names of the 
Five Lords to form a Select Committee 
for the consideration of each opposed 
' Private Bill. 


AFRICAN WAR 
AND MAPS. 
Lord SALTOUN: My Lords, [ rise 

to ask the Secretary of State for War 

whether, when the war broke out, the 
officers of the Field Force had maps of the 
| Transvaal and Orange Free State served 
out to them ; also, as the war has heen 
| so far carried on in our own territory of 

Cape Colony and Natal, whether maps of 

these Colonies have been served out, or 

are now being served out, to them by the 

Government. The other day, during the 

debate on the Address in reply to Her 

Majesty’s Gracious Speech, the Minister 

for War stated, in answer, I think, to 

Lord Rosebery, that the Government 

were so prepared that they had sent a 

large force of 120,000 men, fully equipped, 

out to the Cape in the course of a few 

I regard this as a most notable 

performance, and the thanks of — the 

are due to the Govern- 
ment for it. But there is one piece 
of equipment which is most essential to 
our troops when operating in what may 
be called a hostile country—-namely, the 
maps of that country. Since I placed my 


SOUTH SURVEYS 


' question on the Paper of your lordships’ 
| House I have read a most excellent speech 


hy the Under Secretary for War, in 
which he gave an explanation to a certain 
extent of the surveys which had taken 


place and the maps which had already 


| been distributed. 


But, my Lords, he did 


not go further back in his statement on 


‘certain tracts of the country. 


this subject than 1896, in which year two 
officers, he stated, went out to survey 
He also 


pointed out the enormous size of the 


country which had to be surveyed, and 


‘the great difficulties in the way. But 


what I wish to eall attention to is this, 


The Committee to meet on Friday | that 1896 was not the beginning of the 


next, at half past three o’clock. 


period when we should have begun to 
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look towards the crisis in which we now | 
find ourselves. It is not only from the 
date of the Jameson raid, but from the 
date of the most disastrousand ignominious 
treaty made after Majuba Hill that we 
ought to have begun to prepare for this war. 
Everyone in this country—every “man in 
the street”—must have known that at 
some future time war was bound to break 
out between us and the Boers, and | 
think it was the duty of the Government 
of that day, and of future Governments, 
to have provided not only maps of the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State, 
hut also maps of Cape Colony and Natal. I 
would remind your lordships of the terrible 
lesson which the French received in the 
Franco-German War. They had excellent 
maps of the whole of Germany, but, when 
the war was carried into French territory, 
the French trocps failed ignominiously 
because they had no maps of their own 
country to work upon. Ladysmith, as is 
well known, I believe, to everyone in 
your lordships’ House, is called the 
Aldershot of Natal, and it is, in 
my judgment, quite — inexplicable, 
in view of the importance of Lady- 
smith to us as a_ great storehouse of 
food and munitions of war, that there was 
no map extant showing the correct  posi- 
tion of Spion Kop. I do not wish to ask 
any question which would in any way 
interfere with the interests of the country 
or with the Government at this critical 
moment, but [ think it is most essen- 
tial that the information for which [ ask 
should be known to the public. My 
attention was called to this subject owing 
to the very severe criticisms which had 
heen made by General Buller on the 
scouting of various officers in various 
parts of Cape Colony and Natal. — If 
these officers had had good maps of the 
country in which the war is being carried 
on, I feel certain that they would have 
been able to earry out their work with 
greater advantage and much more easily. 
The Under Secretary for War stated that 
they had the Cape survey and the 
Colonial map of Natal. If the Colonial 
map of Natal does not even state 
accurately where Spion Kop is, what can 
you expect from the Colonial map of 
Cape Colony? I think they must both 


be very poor, and not such maps as our 
officers ought to rely upon inthis war. | 
now venture to put my question to the 
noble Marquess, and in doing so I would 
like to add that it is not only the command- | 
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ing officers to whom I allude, but all 
officers from the chiefs down to the 
youngest subaltern. 
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*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, I do not think that your lord- 
ships will differ from the noble Lord in 
the importance which he attaches to the 
possession of accurate maps by any force 
operating in the field. I gather that he 
complains of the War Department be- 
cause it did not address itself some years 
ago to the task of obtaining accurate maps 
of the different parts of South Africa. In 
these matters we are very apt to be wise 
after the event, and it is possible that, in 
the years to which he referred, more 
might have been done in the way of sur- 
veying important regions. But I have no 
doubt that it occurred to many people in 
those days that the duty of making topo- 
graphical surveys of the British colony con- 
cerned primarily the colony itself rather 
than the Imperial Government ; but, at 
any rate, of late years I do not think 
we are open to the reproach of 
having neglected this duty. The noble 
Lord asks me whether, when the war 
broke out, the officers of the Field Force 
had maps of the Transvaal and Orange 
Free State issued to them. The answer 
to that is that maps of the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State were issued to 
officers when the war broke out. These 
maps formed part of the Intelligence 
branch maps, and are on the scale of four 
miles to the inch. The noble Lord next 
asks me whether lately maps of Cape 
Colony and Natal had been served out, or 
are now being served out to the troops by 
the Government. As to that, I have to 
say that the General Officer in command in 
South Africa has been instructed to issue 
to the troops maps of Cape Colony and 
the neighbouring territories. This map 
is on the scale of 12! miles to the inch, 
and it is published at Cape Town. With 
regard to Natal, we have supplied from 
here a very large quantity of sheets of 
the survey which has recently been made 
by our own officers of the northern portion 
of Natal. The noble Lord is quite 
correct when he says that that map does 
not include the whole of the country 
around Ladysmith. The survey comes as 
far south as, and a little further south 
than Ladysmith, but it does not take in 
the valley of the Tugela at that 
point which we are now watching with 
P 2 
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so much interest. This, no doubt, is 

to be regretted, but the answer to the 

criticism is that as much of the 

survey was completed as it was 

possible to complete in the time at our 

disposal. Besides that map a_ large 

number of copies of Russell’s map of Natal 

on the scale of five miles to the inch have 

been issued. I may say, in reference to 

the noble Lord’s observation that the , 
position of Spion Kop is inaccurately 

shown on some of these maps, that so far 

as I am able to ascertain Spion Kop is a 

very common name for an eminence in 

the whole of that part of South Africa, 

and there appear to be a considerable 

number of Spion Kops located on different 

parts of the map. Besides the maps to 

which I have referred, we have issued a 
number of copies of Bartholomew’s well- 
known small-scale map of South Africa, a 

great number of special maps and plans 
of reconnaissances of various points of 
military importance. I may say, in 

reference to the general tenor of the | 
noble Lord’s remarks, that the area of the 
region which may be, I think, properly | 
described as the theatre of war is some- 

thing like 400,000 square miles, and it 

would have been beyond the power of our 
officers to survey anything like the whole 
of that region within the time at their 
disposal. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Five of the clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


' Friday, 2nd February, 1900. 


PETITIONS. 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMP- 
TION FROM RATES). 

Petition from Lambeth for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 TO 1899. 
Petition from Moston for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF WOODLANDs. 


Petition from Hartlepool for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF [INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour from Trimley, 
Brandeston, and Knoddishall ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


R VTL RNS, REPOR ", ET A 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Paper [presented Ist February] to he 
printed. [No. 29.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 

Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series. No. 
2377 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Friendly Societies, Workmen's Com- 
pensation Schemes, Industrial and Provi- 
dent Societies, and Trade Unions.— 
Reports of the Chief Registrar for the 
year ending 31st December, 1899 |by 
Act]; to he printed. [No. 30.] 

2. Loan — Societies. Abstract — of 
Accounts of Loan Societies in England 
and Wales to 31st December, 1898, fur- 
nished to the Central Office for the 
Registry of Friendly Societies [by Act.] 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Resolved, That this House, at its 
rising this day, do adjourn till Monday 
next, (Si William IVulrond.) 


NEW BILLS. 


BOILERS REGISTRATION AND 
INSPECTION. 

Bill to provide for ‘the Registration and. 
Inspection of Boilers, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Fenwick,. Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham), Mr. Woods, Mr. 
William Allan, Mr. J. Samuel, Mr. 
Joseph Walton, and Mr. Provand. 


BOILERS REGISTRATION AND 
INSPECTION BILL. 


“To provide-for the Registration and! 


Inspection of Boilers,” presented, and 
read the-first time ; to be read a second 


time upon Wednesday, 7th March,.and. 


to. be printed.. [Bill 1.] 
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SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE). 


3ill to extend to and include Mon- 
mouthshire in the Sunday 
(Wales) Act, 1881, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Spicer, Sir William Harcourt, 
Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Lloyd-George, and 
Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

“To extend to and include Monmouth- 
shire in the Sunday Closing (Wales) Act, 
1881,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 14th March, and to be printed. 
{Bill 2. } 

MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS). 
Bill to amend the Merchant Shipping 


ARY 1900} 


Closing 
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| Mr. Jeffreys, and Sir John William 
| Maclure. 
CORPORAL PUNISHMENT BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to Cor- 
poral Punishment,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
_upon Wednesday, 28th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 5.] 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS). 

Bill to restrict the hours of labour in 
Mines to Eight Hours a day from bank to 
bank, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
| Herbert Lewis, Mr. William Abraham, 
Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Birrell, Sir 
‘Walter Foster, Mr. Jacoby, Colonel 
| Mellor, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Ernest Spencer, 
| Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Woods, and Mr. 
| Yoxall. 


Act with respect to the Liability of Ship- | 


owners, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Donald Currie, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, 
Sir Francis Evans, Mr. Warr, Sir Charles 
Cayzer, Colonel Denny, Sir John Leng, 
and Mr. W. F. Lawrence. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS) BILL. 


“To amend the Merchant Shipping | 


Act with respect to the Liability of Ship- 
owners,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 21st March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 3.] 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897, ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Chaloner, Mr. Goulding, 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby, Mr. H. 5. 
Foster, Mr. Strutt, Mr. Giles, Mr. Car- 
lile, and Sir Cameron Gull. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend the Workmen’s Compensa- | 


tion Act, 1897,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. 
[Bill 4.) 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
| “To restrict the hours of labour in 
Mines to Eight Hours a day from bank to 
bank,” presented, and read the first time ; 
| to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
(28th February, and to be printed. 


| [Bill 6.] 


BEER RETAILERS AND SPIRIT 

GROCERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND). 

Bill to amend the laws relating to Beer 
Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
| J. H. M. Campbell, Mr. Samuel Young, 
| Mr. Clancy, Mr. T. M. Healy, and Mr. 
| William Moore. 
BEER RETAILERS’ AND SPIRIT 
| GROCERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND) BILL. 
| “To amend the laws relating to Beer 
| Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences in 
| Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
‘time; to be read a second time upon 
| Wednesday, 11th April, and to be printed. 
| [Bill 7.] 
MIDWIVES. 
| Bill to secure the better training of 
} Midwives, and to regulate their practice, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Tatton 
| Egerton, Sir William Hart Dyke, Mr. 
|Schwann, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Heywood 
| Johnstone, Mr. Bonsor, Mr. Flower, and 
| Mr. Tennant. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to_ 


Corporal Punishment, ordered to be) 
brought in by Mr. Wharton, Sir John | L 
| Wives, and to regulate their practice,” 


Dorington, Mr. Halsey, Sir Mark Stewart, 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
“To secure the better training of mid- 
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presented, and read the first time ; to he | 
read a second time upon Wedneseay, | 
28th February, and to be printed. 
[Bill 8.] 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT (No. 2). 

Bill to amend the Workmen’s Compen- | 
sation Act, 1897, ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Giles, Mr. Goulding, Colonel 
Chaloner, Lord Willoughby de Eresby, 
Mr. Harry Foster, Mr. Strutt, Sir Cameron 
Gull, and Mr. Carlile. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1887) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
“To amend the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act, 1897,” presented, and read the | 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 25th April, and to be printed. 


[Bill 9.] 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS. 

Bill for’ the Registration of Firms, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Emmott, | 
Mr. Monk, Mr. Oldroyd, Sir James 
Rankin, and Mr. Philip Stanhope. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 

“For the Registration of Firms,” pre- , 
sented, and read the first time; to he 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 2nd 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 10.] 


EVICTED TENANTS (IRELAND). 

Bill for the restoration to their hold-: 
ings of certain Evicted Tenants in Ire- | 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. | 
Crean, Mr. Dillon, Mr. John Redmond, 
Mr. T. M. Healy, and Mr. 
Aloysius M‘Hugh. 


Patrick | 


{COMMONS} 


{Government in Counties in 


_ agricultural 
| brought in by Mr. Harry Foster, Mr. 
| Goulding, Mr. Strutt, Lord Willoughby 


| WORKMEN’S 
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Firbank, Sir Frederick Mappin, Mr. 
John Wilson (Mid Durham), Mr. Fenwick, 
Mr. Woods, and Mr. Bainbridge. 


; SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 

“To prohibit the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors on Sunday,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 11th April, and to he 
printed. [Bill 12.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND). 
Bill to make further provision for 
Local Government in Counties in Seot- 


‘land ; and for other purposes, ordered to 
-be brought in by Mr. Nicol, Mr. Hozier, 
Captain Sinclair, Sir Mark Stewart, Mr. 


and Sir Thomas Gibson- 


Colville, 


| Carmichael. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

“To make further provision for Local 

Scotland ; 

and for other purposes,” presented, and 

read the first time ; to be read a second 


| time upon Wednesday, 14th March, and 


[Bill 13.] 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION — ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION. 

Bill to extend the benefits of the 

Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, to 

labourers, ordered to be 


to be printed. 


de Eresby, Colonel Chaloner, Sir Cameron 
Gull, Mr. Carlile, and Mr. Giles. 


COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 
“'T’o extend the benefits of the Work- 


'men’s Compensation Act, 1897, to agri- 


EVICTED TENANTS (IRELAND) BILL. 

“For the restoration to their holdings 
ot certain Evicted Tenants in Ireland,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
2ist Febrtary, and to be printed. 


[Bill 11.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 

3ill to prohibit the Sale of Intoxicating 

Liquors on Sunday, ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. Robert Cameron, Mr. Charles | 

Wilson, Mr. Perks, Sir Edward Gourley, | 

Mr. Pickard, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. | 


cultural labourers,” presented, and read 
| the first time; to be read a second time 
‘upon Wednesday, 21st March, and to be 


printed. [Bill 14.] 
OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES). 


Bill to amend the Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, and to 


relieve members of Friendly Societies 


of certain disqualifications arising from 
the receipt of temporary outdoor relief, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gallo- 
way, Mr. Birrell, Mr. Arthur Morton, 
and Mr. Holland. 
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OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY LONDON MUNICIPALITIES (WOMEN’S 
SOCIETIES) BILL. | DISABILITIES REMOVAL). 

“To amend the Outdoor Relief! Bill to amend the London Government 

(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, and to | Act, 1899, in respect of the eligibility of 

relieve members of Friendly Societies of | Women as Councillors and Aldermen, 


ge ‘fcatt ‘si lordered to be brought in by Mr 
certain disqualifications arising from the | Or@erec 0S oroug a 
: tA Lough, Mr. Courtney, Mr. Birrell, Mr. 


eceipt of temporary outdoor relief,” pre- | oY } 
ha and ad a first time ; Rca John Burns, Mr. William Johnston, Sir 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 7th | Albert Rollit, Mr. Yoxall, and Mr. 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 15.] | William Jones. 


sane | LONDON MUNICIPALITIES (WOMEN’S 
COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE DISABILITIES REMOVAL) BILL, 


salen: oorisiuaseaeiaaidaea ? “'To amend the London Government 
Bill to assimilate the County Council Act, 1899, in respect of the eligibility of 
and Borough Council Franchise in Lon-| women as Councillors and Aldermen,” 
don, ordered to be brought in by Mr. | presented, and read the first time ; to be 
Loder, Mr. Whitmore, Mr. Goulding, | read a second time upon Wednesday, 
Mr. Boulnois, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. | 93rd May, and to be printed. [Bill 19. ] 
John Burns, Captain Jessel, and Sir ‘ 
George Fardell. COAL MINES REGULATION ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 
COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE _ Bill to amend the Coal Mines Regula- 
ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. tion Acts, ordered to be brought in by 
“ To assimilate the County Counciland Mr. Barlow, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Borough Council Franchise in London,” William Abraham, Mr. Thomas Bayley, 
presented, and read the first time; to be Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Hatch, Mr. 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 9th Jacoby, Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Pickard, Mr. 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 16.] Randell, Mr. Woods, and Mr. Yoxall. 


CHEAP TRAINS. COAL MINES REGULATION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Coal Mines Regula- 
aioe 5 ee ae tion Acts,” presented, and read the first 
page — A ae ae time; to be read a second time upon 
tat Prederi . ta. “H, Shead seta Wednesday, 28th March, and to be 
Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland. printed. [Bill 20.] 


Bill to amend the Cheap Trains Act, 
1883, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. STREET NOISES. 

“To amend the Cheap Trains Act Bill to control and regulate Street 
1883,” presented, and read the first time ; | Noises, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
to he read a second time upon Wednesday, Jacoby, Mr. Radcliffe Cook, General 
16th May, and to be printed. [ Bill 17.] Goldsworthy, Mr. Boulnois, Mr. Pier- 

point, Mr. Duncombe, Sir George Fardell, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT: Mr. Arnold-Forster, Colonel Sandys, and 


(1898) AMENDMENT. | Mr. J. W. Sidebotham. 
Bill to amend the Local Government | 7 ae RAHAT 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, ordered to be STREET NOISES BILL. 


brought in by Mr. Tulley, Sir Thomas! “To control and regulate Street 
Esmonde, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Noises,” presented, and read the first 
T. M. Healy, Mr. Patrick Aloysius! time; to be read a second time upon 
M‘Hugh, Mr. Daly, and Mr. Patrick |; Wednesday, 30th May, and to be printed. 
O’Brien. | [Bill 21.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT | PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 
(1898) AMENDMENT BILL. OPENING. 

“To amend the Local Government Bill to amend the Licensing (scotland) 
(Ireland) Act, 1898,” presented, and read | Act, 1853, ordered to be brought in by 
the first time; to be read a second time | Colonel Denny, Mr. Hedderwick, Sir 
upon Wednesday, 14th February, and to William Arrol, Mr. Colville, and Mr. 
be printed. [Bull 18.] | M‘Killop. 
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OPENING BILL. 
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PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 





| ordered to be brought in by Mr. David 
| Maclver, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, Mr. 


“To amend the Licensing (Scotland) | Houston, and Mr. Mellor. 
Act, 1853,” presented, and read the first | 


time; to be read a second time upon | 
Wednesday, 14th March, and to be | 


printed. [Bill 22.] 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


| pline in the Church of England,” presented 
‘and read the first time; to be read a 
| second time upon Wednesday, 23rd May, 


Bill to confer Pensions upon Aged | and to be printed. [Bill 26.} 


Persons, ordered to brought in by Sir 
Fortescue Flannery, Sir James Rankin, | 
Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Flower, Mr. Bous- | 
field, Colonel Denny, Mr. Carlile, and Mr. 


Rothschild. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 
“To 


confer Pensions 


Persons,” presented, and read the first | Maclure, Sir 


| 

IMBECILES (TRAINING INSTITU- 
TIONS). 
| Bill to exempt from poor and other 
| local rates all registered Institutions for 
' the care, training, and education of Idiots 


‘and Imbeciles, ordered to be brought in 


upon Aged | by Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. Round, Sir John 


Federick Mappin, Mr. 


time; to be read a second time upon | Allison, Sir William Houldsworth, Colonel 


Wednesday, 7th March, and to be printed. 


[Bill 23.] 


FIRE BRIGADES. 
Bill to promote the efficiency of Fire 
Brigades «nd for other purposes connected 


therewith, ordered to be brought in by | 
Mr. Pym, Captain Bowles, Mr. Malcolm, | 


Mr. Cameron, and Sir George Fardell. 


FIRE BRIGADES BILL. 

“To promote the efficiency of Fire 
Brigades and for other purposes connected 
therewith,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 16th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 24. ] 

QUARRIES. 

Bill to apply the provisions of the law 
relating to the weighing of minerals con- 
tracted to be gotten in coal and ironstone 


mines to certain Quarries, ordered to be | 


brought in by Mr. Alfred Pease, Mr. John 
Wilson, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Fen- 
wick, Mr. Joseph Pease, and Mr. 
Richardson. 


QUARRIES BILL. 

“To apply the provisions of the law 
relating to the weighing of minerals con- 
tracted to be gotten in coal and ironstone 
mines to certain Quarries,” presented, and 
read the first time: to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 7th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 25. ] 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Bill for the better enforcement of 
Discipline in the Church of England, 


| Lockwood, Mr. Talbot, and Colonel 


Foster. 


IMBECILES (TRAINING INSTITUTIONS) 
| BILL. 
| To exempt from poor and other local 
rates all registered Institutions for the 
care, training, and education of Idiots 
| and Imbeciles,” presented and read the 
| first time ; to be read a second time upon 
| Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. 
| [Bill 27.] 


BEER RETAILERS’ AND — SPIRIT 
| GROCERS’ LICENCES = (IRELAND) 
(No. 2). 


| Bill to amend the laws relating to Beer 
| Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences in 
| [reland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
| William Moore, Mr. J. H. Campbell, Sir 
‘James Haslett, and Mr. William John- 


{ 
| Ston. 


| BEER RETAILERS’ AND — SPIRIT 
| GROCERS’ LICENCES = (IRELAND) 
| (No. 2) BILL. 


“To amend the laws relating to Beer 
| Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences in 
| Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
itime; to be read a second time upon 
| Wednesday, 7th March, and to be printed. 
| [Bill 28.] 

TENANTS IN TOWNS [IMPROVEMENT 
| (IRELAND). 
Bill for improving the condition of 
| Tenants in Towns in Ireland, ordered to 
| be brought in by Mr. MacAleese, Mr. T. D. 
| Sullivan, Mr. Jordan, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 

Mr. Hammond, Mr. Maurice Healy, Dr. 
| Commins, and Mr. Field. 
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TENANTS IN TOWNS IMPROVEMENT | and read the first time; to be read a 
(IRELAND) BILL. | second time upon Wednesday, 25th April, 
“For improving the condition of | and to be printed. [Bill 32.] 
Tenants in Towns in Ireland,” presented, | 
and read the first time; to be read a (SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


second time upon Wednesday, 4th April, CHILDREN. 
and to be printed. [Bill 29. } | Bill to prevent the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to children ordered to be brought 


ROMAN Ce ka si itencieeminieead by Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Joseph A. 


€ , . | Pease, Mr. Paulton, Mr. Seott, Sir James 
Bill for the removal of corvain Dis- Woodhouse, Sir Mark Stewart, and Mr. 
abilities affecting Roman Catholics in| wWijiam Johnston 


Great Britain and Ireland, ordered to be 

brought in by Mr. Flavin, Mr. Parnell, | s\nk OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
Mr. Dillon, Captain Donelan, Mr. John | CHILDREN BILL. 

Redmond, Mr. Blake, Mr. T. M, Healy, «To prevent the Sale of Intoxicating 
Mr. Jordan, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. | Liquors to Children,” presented, and read 
MacNeill, Sir Thomas Esmonde, and Mr. | the first time; to be read a second time 
Harrington. /upon Wednesday, 16th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 33.] 


ROMAN CATHOLIC DISABILITIES | 


REMOVAL BILL, =| QUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY SOCIE- 
“For the removal of certain Disabilities | TIES) (No. 2). 
affecting Roman Catholics in Great Britain! Bil] to amend the Out-door Relief 


and Ireland,” presented, and read the first | (Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, ordered to 
time; to be read a second time upon | pe brought in by Mr. Strachey, Sir Albert 
Wednesday, 14th March, and to be | Rollit, Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. 
printed. [Bill 30.] ‘Grant Lawson, Mr. Holland, and Mr. 
Thomas Bayley. 


COLONTAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
cvhacia hth einer OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY SOCIE- 
Bill to amend the law as to marriage TIES) (No. 2) BILL. 
contracted in the Colonies with a deceased | «To amend the Out-door Relief 
wife’s sister, ordered to be brought in by | (Friendly Societies) Act, 1894,” presented, 
Captain Jessel, Mr. Rothschild, General | and read the first time: to be read a 
Laurie, Sir William Dunn, Mr. David. second time upon Tuesday, 13th Feb- 
Maclver, Mr. William M‘Arthur, Sir | pyary, and to be printed. [ Bill 34.] 
Lewis M‘Iver, Mr. Mellor, and Mr. | a 


Spicer. | PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EX- 
TENSION TO WOMEN). 
COLONTAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED | Bill for extending the Parliamentary 


: WIFE'S SISTER) BILL. ‘ | Franchise to Women, ordered to be 
“To amend the law as to marriage | brought in by Mr. Faithfull Begg, Mr. 
contracted in the Colonies with a deceased | Firbank, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Sir John 
wife’s sister,” presented and read the first | William Maclure, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 
time; to he read a second time upon | William Johnston, Mr. Jebb, Mr. Court- 
Wednesday, 21st February, and to be ney, Mr. M‘Laren, Colonel Cotton-Jodrell, 


printed. [Bill 31. ] | Captain Young, and Mr. Douglas. 
CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCE E | . 
(IRELAND) NOT (1887) REPEAL |PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EX- 


Bill to repeal the Criminal Law and Pro- | sien gamer rd bale seal ee 
eedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, ordered to be|_, “For extending the Parliamentary 
brought in by Mr. Pinkerton, Captain | Franchise to Women,” presented, and 
Donelan, Mr. Hammond, Mr. Harrington, | read the first time ; to be read a second 
and Mr. Patrick O’Brien. | time upon W ednesday, 4th April, and to 
be printed. [Bill 35.] 

CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE | set : 
(IRELAND) ACT (1887) REPEAL BILL. | TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND). 

“To repeal the Criminal Law andj __ Bill to consolidate and amend the Law 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887,” presented | relating to the election and proceedings 
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of Town Councils in Scotland, ordered to | ACCESS TO wisi agi (SCOTLAND) 


be brought in by Mr. Asher, Sir Herbert | 


Maxwell, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Dr. Clark, | : ~~ 4 
| mountains and moorlands in Scotland,” 


Cross, Mr. 


Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. 
Gordon, and Mr. Dewar. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


“To consolidate and amend the Law | 
relating to the election and proceedings | 


of Town Councils in Scotland,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 21st 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 36.] 


MANHOOD SUFFRAGE (IRELAND). 


Bill to establish Manhood Suffrage in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Field, Mr. Dillon, Mr. T. M. Healy, and , 
| Acts.” 


Mr. Claney. 


SUFFRAGE (IRELAND) 


BILL. 
“To establish Manhood Suffrage in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 


MANHOOD 


time ; to be read a second time upon) _ ». 
| Watermen’s Certificates, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Steadman, Mr. Austin, 


Wednesday, 28th February, and to be 


printed. [Bill 37.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | 


CHILDREN (No. 2). 


3ill to amend and extend the 


Intoxicating Liquors to Children ; and for 
other purposes connected therewith, 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Souttar, | 


Sir Robert Reid, Sir James Haslett, Sir 
Thomas Gibson-Carmichael, Mr. Herbert 
Pease, Mr. Whittaker, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts, Mr. Provand, and Mr. Douglas. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | 


CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend and extend the law relat- 
ig to the prohibition of the sale of 
intoxicating liquors to children ; 
other purposes connected therewith,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 


read a second time upon Friday, 9th | : ; 
_ houses and places of business to purchase 


‘the fee simple of their holdings.”  Pre- 
_ sented and read the first time ; to be read 
'asecond time upon Tuesday, 13th Feb- 


| Bill 38. ] 


February, and to be printed. 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND). 


Bill to secure access for the public to | 
mountains and moorlands in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bryce, | 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Asher, Mr. Thomas 
Shaw, Sir John Kinloch, and Sir Cameron 


Gull. 


Law | 
relating to the prohibition of the Sale of | 


and for | 


SILL. 


“To secure access for the public to 


presented, and read the first time ; to be 


jread a second time upon Wednesday, 


16th May, and to be princed. [Bill 39.] 


COAL MINES REGULATION. 
Bill to amend the Coal Mines Regula- 
tion Acts, ordered to be brought in by 


| Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. William Abraham, 
| Mr. William Allen, Mr. Thomas Bayley, 
| Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Jacoby, 


Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Randell, 
Mr. Woods, and Mr. Yoxall. 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL, 
“To amend the Coal Mines Regulation 
Presented and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 28th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 40.} 


WATERMEN’S CERTIFICATES. 
Bill to amend the Law relating to 


Mr. Lough, Mr. John Burns, and Dr. 
Robert Ambrose. 


WATERMEN’S CERTIFICATES BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Water- 
men’s Certificates.” Presented and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 41.} 

OCCUPYING TENANTS ENFRAN- 

CHISEMENT. 

Bill to enable Occupying Tenants of 
houses and places of business to purchase 
the fee simple of their holdings, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Bartley and 
General Goldsworthy. 

OCCUPYING TENANTS’ ENFRAN- 

CHISEMENT BILL. 
“To enable Occupying Tenants of 


ruary, and to be printed. [Bill 42.] 
LANDS AFFORESTATION 
(IRELAND). 
Bill for the re-afforestation of waste 
lands in Ireland, ordered to be brought 


WASTE 
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in by Mr. Engledew, Sir Thomas Esmonde, | WORKMEN'S | COMPENSATION = ACT 
Mr. Hammond, Mr. Maurice Healy, and (1897) AMENDMENT (No. 3). 
Captain Donelan. Bill to amend the Workmen's Com- 
| pensation Act, 1897, ordered to be 
WASTE LANDS AFFORESTATION | brought in by Mr. Woods, Mr. John 
(IRELAND) BILL. , Burns, Mr. Pickard, and Mr. Steadman. 


‘F ee the re-afforestation of Waste WorKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT 
Lands in Ireland,” presented, and read (1897) AMENDMENT (No. 3) BILL. 
the first time; to be read a second time om i the Work SC : 
upon Wednesday, 9th May, and to be| _.. 7 Se ae ee 
rrinted. {Bill 43.] : sation Act, 1897,” presented, and read 
F ; F the first time ; to be read a second time 


| Wednesday, 4th April, and be 
LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT pe d ipa 4} n April, and to be 
(ENGLAND AND WALES). as | “| 


Bill to enable leaseholders to become | PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT. 
frecholders, ordered to be brought in by it as saad van Pedic Cth Ae 
General Laurie, Sir John Llewelyn, Sir| (dered to be brought in by Sir Alfred 


John Jenkins, Mr. Kenyon, Mr. Lafone, Hickman, Mr. Ernest Spencer, Mr. Heath, 
Mr. Cohen, Sir Albert Rollit, and Sir 1 3 
and Mr. Galloway. 


George Fardell. 
PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 


LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. i 
(ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL. ' “To amend the Public Health Acts,’ 


“To enable leaseholders to become presented, and read the first time; to be 
freeholders,” presented, and read the first read a second time upon Wednesday, 
time; to be read a second time upon 30th May, and to be printed. [Bill 48.] 
Wednesday, 21st February, and to be 
printed. [ Bill 44.] SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

(IRELAND). 
WATER SUPPLY. ‘ Bill to amend the Law relating to the 

- ; Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland on 

Bill to amend the law respecting the Saturdays and Sundays, and for other 
supply of water by companies and other | purposes connected therewith, ordered to 
bodies and persons, ordered to be brought | he brought in by Sir Thomas Lea, Mr. 
in by Mr. Cornwallis, Colonel Warde, | Justin M Carthy, Colonel Saunderson,. 
and Mr. Grittith-Boscawen. Mr. Maurice Healy, Mr. William John- 

‘ston, Mr. Jordan, Mr. Rentoul, Mr. 
WATER SUPPLY BILL. 'Ffrench, Mr. Arnold-Forster, and Mr. 


“To amend the law respecting the a 
supply of water by companies and other) (90 ne 
seed and persons,” presented, and read | SALE OF pes. se oe piel LIQUORS 
the first time ; to be read a second time | , 
upon Wednesday, 14th March, and to be| . “To amend the Law relating to the 
printed. [Bill 45.] Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland on 
| Saturdays and Sundays, and for other 
: he. | purposes connected therewith,” presented, 

BOROUGH FUNDS. ‘and read the first time; to be read a 

Bill to amend the Borough Funds Act, | second time upon Wednesday, 23rd May, 
1872, and the Borough Funds (Ireland) | and to be printed. [Bill 49.] 

Act, 1888, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Albert Rollit and Sir James Wood-| COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 


house. CROPS. 
ee el | Bill to secure Compensation for 
BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. | Damage to Crops by fires caused by 


“To amend the Borough Funds Act, | sparks from railway engines, ordered to 
1872, and the Borough Funds (Ireland)! be brought in by Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. 
Act, 1888,” presented, and read the first| Cripps, Mr. Chanming, Mr. James 
time; to be read a second time upon| Lowther, Captain Pretyman, Mr. Grant 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 46.] | Lawson, Mr. Strachey, and Major Rasch. 
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COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO | respecting the Sale of  Intoxicating 

CROPS BILL. Liquors in Wales,” presented, and read the 

“To secure Compensation for Damage | first time ; to be read a second time upon 

to Crops by fires caused by sparks from | Wednesday, 9th May, and to he printed, 
railway engines,” presented, and read the | [Bill 53.] — 

first time ; to be read a second time upon 

Wednesday, 21st March, and to be; LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 


printed. [Bill 51.] (1854) AMENDMENT. 
; | Bill to amend the Lands Valuation 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO. | (Scotland) Act, 1854, ordered to be 


3ill to enable localities by a direct | brought in by Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Bryce, 
veto to prevent the issue of licences for, Mr. Hedderwick, Mr. Colville, and Mr. 
the sale of intoxicating liquors, ordered | Wason. 
to be brought in by Sir Wilfrid Lawson, 
Mr. Henry Wilson, Mr. Burt, Mr. Whit-| LANDS VALUATION (SCUTLAND) ACT 
taker, Mr. Cameron, Mr. Jonathan | (1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Samuel, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr.; “To amend the Lands Valuation 
Jacoby, and Mr. Pickersgill. (Scotland) Act, 1854,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO BILL. | time upon Wednesday, 21st March, and 
“To enable localities by a direct veto | to be printed. [Bill 54. | 
to prevent the issue of licences for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors,” presented,| INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LOCAL 
and read the first time; to he read a VETO) (IRELAND). 
second time upon Wednesday, 11th Bill to enable the local government elec- 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 50.] ‘tors of any locality to veto the issue of 
‘licences for the sale of intoxicating 
COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- | liquors in Ireland, ordered to be brought 
MON OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND). ‘in by Mr. William Johnston, Mr. Jordan, 
Bill to enable Women to be elected | anq‘Mr. Pinkerton. 
and act as County Councillors in 
og spay, orig hong rs ; oer oy INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LOCAL 
y Mr. Douglas, Mr. Faithtull begg, | VETO) (IRELAND) BILL. 
Mr. Munro Ferguson, Dr. Farquharson, 
Mr. Haldane, Mr. M‘Crae, Captain 
Sinclair, and Mr. Wason. 


“To enable the local government elee- 
‘tors of any locality to veto the issue of 
licences for the sale of intoxicating 
COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- liquors in Treland,” presented, and read 
TION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND) the first time; to be read a second time 
BILL. ‘upon Wednesday, 7th March, and to be 
“To enable women to be elected and printed. [Bill 55.) 
act as County Councillors in Scotland,” | 
presented, and read the first time; to FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISQUALIFICA- 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, TION REMOVAL. 
14th March, and to be printed. [Bill52.]; Bill to relieve members of Friendly 
eae ; wie fa ‘as Societies of certain Disqualifications 
SUNDAY mg NE ACT (1881) | arising from the receipt of temporary 
Bill to Rea: d the ‘Geailey Closin ' outdoor relief, ordered to be brought in 
(Wales) Act, 1881, and to make pintlone | by one - os pe am ne 
provision respecting the Sale of Intoxica- | ~ i a ae ci alleen: 
ee a ee 
brought in by Mr. Herbert Roberts, Mr. F TT ae a - 
Alfred Thomas, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Sijavis aie pe 
William Jones, and Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen. 


“To relieve members of Friendly Socie- 
ties of certa‘n Disqualifications arising 
from the receipt of temporary outdoor 
SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) | Felief,” presented, and read the first time ; 

AMENDMENT BILL. ‘to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 

“To amend the Sunday Closing (Wales) | 13th February, and to be printed. [ Bill 

Act, 1881, and to make further provision | 56. 
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TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Bill to amend the Trustee Savings 


Banks Acts, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Albert Rollit. 


425 


SHOPS. 
Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Shops, ordered to be brought in by Sir 


Charles Dilke, Mr. John Burns, Dr. Clark, | 


Mr. Clough, Mr. Duckworth, Mr. Field, 


Mr. Flower, Mr. Kemp, Mr. Steadman, | 


and Mr. Tennant. 


SHOPS BILL. 
“To amend the Law relating to Shops,” 


presented and read the first time ; to be | 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 13th | 


February, and to be printed. 


(Bill 57.] 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES. 


Bill to establish a single Franchise at 
all Elections, and thereby to abolisn Uni- | 


versity Representation, and to remove 
the Disabilities of Women, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
John Burns, Dr. Clark, Mr. Atherley- 


Jones, Mr. Logan, Mr. Maddison, and | 


Captain Norton. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 


“To establish a single Franchise at all 


Elections, and thereby to abolish Univer- | 
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| ditaments when rent is in arrear, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr, Bartley and Mr. 
William Johnston. 


Questions. 


DISTRESS ABOLITION AND 
SUBSTITUTION BILL. 

“To provide for the abolition of the 
right of distress by a landlord against a 
tenant, and to substitute for it a better 
'and simpler system for the recovery of 
possession of lands, tenements, and here- 
_ditaments when rent is in arrear,” pre- 
'sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 2&th 

March, and to be printed. [Bill 60.] 


OLD AGE PROVIDENT PENSIONS. 
Bill to provide Pensions in Old Age to 

the Provident Poor, ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. Bartley and Mr. Maclean. 

OLD 


AGE PROVIDENT 


BILL. 

“To provide Pensions in Old Age to 
the Provident Poor,” presented and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 21st March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 61.] 


PENSIONS 


OUTDOOR PROVIDENT RELIEF. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to Out- 
| door relief in sickness and widowhood to 
| the Provident Poor, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bartley and Mr. Maclean. 


sity Representation, and to remove the | 


Disabilities of Women,” presented, and | 
read the first time ; to be read a second | 


time upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to 
be printed, —[ Bill 58.) 


COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT. 
Bill to amend the Companies Acts, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Faithfull 


Begg, Mr. Lawson Walton, Mr. Gordon, | 


Mr. Hedderwiek, and Mr. Marks. 


COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Companies Acts,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 4th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 59.] 


DISTRESS ABOLITION AND 
SUBSTITUTION. 

Bill to provide for the abolition of the 
right of distress by a landlord against a 
tenant, and to substitute for it a better 
and simpler system for the recovery of 
possession of lands, tenements, and here- 


OUTDOOR PROVIDENT RELIEF BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Out- 
| door Relief in sickness and widowhood to 
'the Provident Poor,” presented and read 
| the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 21st March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 62.] 





QUESTIONS. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—THE HAGUE 
CONFERENCE AND ARBITRATION. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 

the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
ithe Government will consider the advisa- 
bility of acting on its own suggestion 
'made at the Hague Conference, and agree 
'to resort to arbitration with a view to 
bring the warin South Africa to a speedy 
and satisfactory end. 


| THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREASURY 
i A. J. BaLtFour, Manchester, E.) : 


The proposal made by the British Pleni- 
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potentiary at The Hague for the establish- | 


ment of a permanent court of arbitration 
does not appear to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to be applicable in the present 
circumstances. 


SIR WILLIAM BUTLER’S DESPATCHES. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
K.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 
Treasury whether General Sir William | 


Butler made to the War or to the Colonial 
Oftice any statement or communication as 


to the amount and character of the forces | 


the Boers could put into the field in the 
event of war, or as to the extent and 
character of their armaments, or as to the 
special military difficulties to he overcome, 
and the best disposition of the British 
forces, or other steps advisable to meet 
those difficulties ; and whether such state- 
ment or communication will be presented 
to Parliament. 


Mr. A.J.BALFOUR: There is nothing, 
! believe, in any of Sir W. Butler’s des- 
patches to the War Office dealing with 
the amount and character of the forces 
that the Boers could put into the field in 
the event of war, or as to the extent and 
«haracter of their armaments. There 
were some observations in the despatches 
of June last as to the distribution of the 
small British force then in the colony, and 
in those suggestions there were probably 


references to the special military situation 


of the district; but, so far as I know, 
there is nothing in those despatches 
relative to the controversies which have 
divided us in our recent debates upon 
military matters. 


Mr. CHANNING: Were the sugges- 
tious made in the document referred to 
adopted or rejected by the Committee of 
Defence ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will look into 
that matter, but I should think that 
probably they were adopted. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): As 


there is so much interest in this matter, 


could the right hon. Gentleman see his | 
way to have Sir W. Butler's despatches , 


placed in full on the Table of the House ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


purport yesterday in the negative. 


{COMMONS} 


No, Sir; [! 
answered a question of exactly the same | 





(Questions. 
CANADA’S OFFERS OF TROOPS, 


IT beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called toa recent statement attributed 
'to Sir Wilfrid Laurier, Prime Minister of 
| Canada, to the effect that several months 
ago Canada offered to furnish this coun- 
try with a second contingent of troops, 
| and that Her Majesty’s Government de- 
clined the offer, and in declining it in- 
‘formed the Canadian authorities that 
should they require more Canadian troops 
want infantry and_ not 
vavalry; and whether this statement 
accurately or substanuelly represents 
what occurred; and, if so, upon. what 
grounds the Government founded their 
reply to the Canadian offer. 


‘they would 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Her Majesty's 
Government declined the offer of a second 
Canadian contingent under present cir- 
cumstances on November 6th last. In 
doing so no such statement as the hon. 
Member suggests was made. At an 
earlier date-—namely, October 2nd—as 
fully explained by my hon. friend the 
Under Secretary for War last night, the 


War Office expressed a preference for 
colonial imfantry as compared with 
colonial cavalry. 

THE JAMESON RALID.-THE RHODES- 


HAWKSLEY CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. 8. T. EVANS (Glamorgan, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to a letter, written on the 
20th February, 1897, by the solicitor to 
the British South Africa Company to 
Earl Grey (a director of the Company 
and the Administrator of Rhodesia) in 
which the former states that the cables 
of the last half of 1895, or rather the 
negotiations of that period, would pro- 
bably have to come out, and that if they 
did the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
would have no one but himself to blame : 
and whether he will state to the House 
what the cables and negotiations referred 
to were, or whether he will lay them 
upon the Table of the House. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The reply to the first 
question is in the affirmative. My atten- 
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Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): | 
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tion has been called to the letter referred ) 


to. Ihave not had time to verify the | 
correctness of the description given by | 
the hon. Member, but I will take it for 
granted it is correct. In answer to the 
second question, it is not easy for me to 
explain communications which passed be- 
tween two third parties in the year 1897, , 
and of which I had no know iedge at the 
time. But I assume that the cables re- 
ferred to, or some of them, 
which Mr. Hawksley declined to produce. 


If so, they formed part of a batch which | 


was sent to me in 1896 for confidential 


perusal and. return, and which were ac- | 


cordingly returned almost immediately 
with a letter stating that I had no per- 
sonal objection to their publication. I 


telegrams was subsequently produced by 
the cable company acting under the orders 
of the South Africa Committee. As I 
have had none of them in my possession 
since 1896 Tam unable to lay them on 
the Table. 


Mr. S. T. EVANS: 
hon. Gentleman say 
kept copies 7 


Will the 


whether or 


right 
not he 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir, 
certainly not ; [ should have thought that 
not quite honourable. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Were they shown to the Attorney- 
General? 


Mr. J. 
know. 


CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 


Mr. DALZIEL (Nirkcaldy Burghs) : 
Who is it that objects to the publication ? 2 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
(oes not arise out of the question. 


MR. CONYNGHAM GREENE AND THE 
COLONIAL SECRETARY. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 

S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
be the Colonies, w hy, when Mr. Conyng- 
ham Greene, C.B., visited the Colonial 
Office on the "6th November, 
Agent of the British Government at Pre- 
toria not accorded an interview 
Colonial Secretary ; when Mr. 
visited the 


{2 FEBRUA 


were those , 


janswer is in the 
believe that the majority of this batch of | 


| Government 
/ment made by 


was the late | 
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Jameson raid, was he received by the 


| Colonial Secretary in a private interview 


| which lasted for two hours, and at which 
| no official 
| present 


except Lord Selborne was 
; and what is the reason that a 
courtesy given to Mr. Rhodes after the 
,raid was denied to Mr. Conyngham 
Greene. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: -The first 
statement is based on inaccurate informa- 
tion. I did not see Mr. Conyngham Greene 
on the 6th November, because I had 
arranged to see him on the 10th Novem- 
ber, a day which was more convenient to 
both of us. I have had the fullest con- 
versations with him since his return. The 
athrmative, except 
that I think the interview was much 
shorter than two hours. [t is not usual 
for the officials of the Colonial Office to 
be present at private interviews. 


INTERVENTION OF FOREIGN 
GOVERNMENTS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES = (Lynn 
Regis) : | beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether Her 
Majesty’s Government have any informa- 
tion relative’ to any communications 


| which have recently passed between the 


Government of the Netherlands and any 
other foreign Powers with reference to 
the hostilities now proceeding in South 
Africa, or to the mutual relations of 
European Powers in respect thereto. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : The 


answer is no, Sir. 


CONTRABAND OF WAR—THE 
OF SEARCH. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 


RIGHT 


I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s 


have observed the state- 

Count von B a in the 
German Reichstag, on 19th January, to 
the effect that Her Majesty's Government 
had issued instructions to British cruisers 
not to stop or search for contraband of 
war any vessels either at Aden or at any 


| point equally or further distant from the 
with the | 

Rhodes | 
Colonial Office on the 6th 
February, 1896, immediately after the 


seat of war; that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment had further issued instructions that 
German mail steamers are not to be 
stopped and searched on mere suspicion ; 
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and that Her Majesty’s Government had | best sites for the defence of Natal ; and 
declared its assent to the institution of a| whether these sites were selected with 


court of arbitration for dealing with | 


claims for compensation arising out of 


the approval of the military advisers of 
the Government. 


the exercise of the right of visit and | 


search ; whether this statement accurately 


represents the engagements taken by | 


Her Majesty’s Government ; and if so, 


whether he can state the considerations | 


which have induced Her Majesty’s 
Government to waive in these respects 


the exercise of the maritime rights of | 


this country ; whether he can state on 
what ground it is intended to withdraw 
from the prize courts, and to submit to 
arbitration the assessment of costs and 
damages to be paid by captains in respect 
of capture without adequate cause ; and 
whether he will lay any Papers with 
reference to this matter upon the Table 
of the House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Her Majesty’s 
Government have undertaken not to 
search vessels for contraband of war at 
the distance named in the question, be- 
cause there is nothing to prevent contra- 
band being shipped at intervening ports 


after such search, and the cargo destined | 


for intervening ports interferes with 
effective search. Mail steamers having 
important public interests to serve will 
not be arrested unless there are grounds 
beyond mere suspicion for believing 
there is contraband on board. The 
assessment of compensation in connection 
with the seizure of 
withdrawn from the prize court except 
on application by the parties and consent 
of the court. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have not surrendered any right, 
but in view of the representations of the 


German Government and the assurances | 
given by the Mail Steamer Company that | 


they had given strict orders that contra- 
band should not be carried, Her Majesty’s 


Government have undertaken, pending , 


further arrangement, not to arrest such 
vessels except on the gravest suspicion. 
I propose to lay Papers on the subject 
shortly. 


THE DEFENCE OF NATAL. 
Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 


shire, W.): On behalf of the hon. Member | 
for the Gainsborough Division of Lincoln- | 


shire, I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War by whose advice Lady- 
smith and Dundee were chosen as the 





vessels cannot. be | 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY 9 or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuay, 
| Dover): The correspondence published 
by the Colonial Office shows the ground 
/which led the late General Sir W. Penn 
Symons to decide to occupy Dundee. It 
is impossible in the limits of an answer to 
a question to state the events which 
resulted in Sir G. White’s investment in 
Ladysmith. 


GUNS OF POSITION. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether there were any guns of position, 
and, if so, how many, in Natal and Cape 
Colony prior to the outbreak of hostili- 
ties ; and to what extent our home forts 
and ships of war have been denuded of 
4°7-inch guns for the Transvaal in conse- 
quence ot the deficiency of heavy artillery 
in South Africa and at home in stock. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There were no 
guns of position as distinct from fortress 
guns in Cape Colony or Natal when war 
broke out. As regards the latter part of 
the question, a general statement will 
shortly be made on the military situation. 


MOUNTAIN BATTERIES. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
‘if he will state how many mountain 
batteries have been supplied to General 
Buller for his campaign in the mountain 
‘frontiers of Natal; of how many guns 
did these batteries consist, and were they 
muzzle or breechloaders; and what is 
the range of these guns, and are they 
fired with smokeless powder. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: One mountain 
' battery has been supplied to Sir Redvers 
| Buller since he went to Natal. There 
are six muzzle-loading guns in each 
battery, which fire black powder and 
range about 3,000 yards. 


EQUIPMENT OF THE NEWCASTLE 
YEOMANRY VOLUNTEERS. 


| Mr. LLOYD MORGAN : On behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Gainshorough 
| Division of Lincolnshire, I beg to ask the 
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Under Secretary of State for War will he War whether, subsequent to the Battle 

explain why, after the majority of the | of Belmont, seven persons, who were made 

members of the Newcastle Yeomanry | prisoners, and have been described as five 

Volunteers leaving this week for South | Boers and two Irishmen, were shot by 

Africa had supplied themselves with | order of Lord Methuen ; whether the 

revolvers, an order was received that no | order to shoot them was given by reason 

trooper should be allowed to take this | of their having been proved to be subjects 

weapon to South Africa; and, did this | of Her Majesty the Queen taken in arms 

order emanate from the War Office ; and, | against her forces ; and whether they 

if so, can the question be reconsidered. _| were tried by court-martial or otherwise ; 
; and, if so, what was the nature of the 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Imperial Yeo- | evidence adduced against them. 

manry are armed and_ equipped as 

mounted infantry, and mounted infantry; *Mr. WYNDHAM: No _ information 

do not carry revolvers. It is not con-| has been received on this matter. 

sidered desirable to make any change in | 

the authorised equipment. | Mr. SHEE: Will the Government 
| make an inquiry ? 


MILITIA REGIMENTS AND ACTIVE | «Mx. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


: " ‘ _| must see that it is impossible that any 

0 ox Bag ge smi hy a beg | such event should be omitted from the 
Ss ykokw Ww , — = 

War the number of Irish, English, and robe from the front that we receive. If 

| any evidence were brought forward of such 


th Militia Regiments which hav . : . 
merch Militia Regiments which have an event taking plaee it would be the first 
volunteered for the front, and their |(). apes ear 

; ; thing that we should inquire into. 
respective strengths. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I shall be pleased MAFEKING STATION-MASTER. 
to give the information to the hon. Mr. SHEE: I beg to ask the Under 


Member, but I must ask him to give me | Secretary of State for War whether 
longer notice. Such a return takes some | James Quinlan, the station-master at 
time to compile. | Mafeking, was recently shot by order of 
a i ._, Colonel Baden-Powell; and whether 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: How long will’ Gglonel Baden-Powell has made any 
the hon. Gentleman take ? report of the circumstances ; and, if so, of 


— ’ what nature. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The longer the 


notice the greater my gratitude. It is| «MR. WYNDHAM: I gave the hon. 
not that I grudge any time, but I have to! \Jember a reply to this question yester- 
make considerable demands on the time day. ‘i 
of the staff officers at the War Office. 
Questions put down at night can only be ~~ Mr. SHEE: Perhaps the hon. Gentle- 
dealt with at about 10 o'clock the next man will look through the reports ? 
morning ; that is to say, at the very time r 
when those officers are earnestly engaged {No answer was given. ] 
on matters of national importance. | ; + 
should like about four days’ notice of 
questions which need investigation into yIC@TUALLING OF THE TRANSPORTS 
facts of this character. —MEAT ON THE “AMERICAN,” 
Som ; 1. Te Shanny GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
nll hay eon te hele 3 Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
fresh meat supplied for the use of the 
Royal Artillery and other troops taking 
passage on the s.s. “ American,” which 
REPORTED SHOOTING OF PRISONERS | sailed from Southampton for South Africa 
OF WAR. on the 20th January, was found unfit for 
Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): [ beg to issue, and was consequently condemned 
ask the Under Secretary of State for’ by the officer superintending the embarka- 
VOL. LXXVIII. [Fourrs ertes], () ps ont 


to give the hon. Member a still longer 
time in order to enable more English 
Militia regiments to volunteer. 
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tion ; if so, what meat was supplied in its | turned it was inspected by the town 
place for the use of the troops; and | doctor, who certified it perfectly sound, it 
whether the troops were provisioned by | being afterwards disposed of to his family 
the War Office or under contract with ; and hotel customers. The directors of the 
the shipowners; and, if the former, steamship company gave instructions that 
whether he would publish in the public | in the victualling of all transports it was 
interest the name of the contractor | to be done with unstinted liberality and 
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supplying this meat to the War Office, in | 
order that all public departments should | 
know of this attempt to palm off unfit | 
meat on our soldiers, and so should be | 
warned from any dealings with such a | 
firm. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): 1 beg | 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty | 
whether Colonel Stacpole was compelled | 
to reject and condemn the whole of the | 
meat supplied under contract to the | 
“ American,” which embarked two bat- 
teries of artillery and other troops at 
Southampton on 20th January last ; who 
were the contractors who supplied this 
meat, and have they been punished with 
the utmost rigour of the law ; and who 
was responsible for allowing this meat to 
be shipped. 


*TueE SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, §.) : 
Arrangements were made with the owners 
of the “American,” the West Indian and 
Pacific Steamship Company (Limited), to 
victual the troops at the rate of 1s. per 
head per day. A portion of the troops 
embarked at Southampton, and it has been 
reported that the fresh meat in question, on | 
being put on board at Southampton, was 
at once rejected by the embarking officers | 
at the usual inspection of provisions, on | 
the ground that it consisted entirely of 
“bull” and old “cow” beef. The day 
being Sunday, a fresh supply could not 
be obtained at that port, but in accord- | 
ance with telegraphic instructions, it was | 
replaced at Queenstown (where the re- 
mainder of the troops embarked) by meat 
ef good quality ordered by the owners’ 
agents at their expense. The owners 
state that the meat was purchased from a 
firm who, they are informed, have sup- 
plied a large number of transports and 
two important trans-oceanic passenger 
lines. “ The full market price was paid for 
it, a guarantee having been given that it 
would give satisfaction. The contractors 
state that some of it had been served in 
the saloon and also to the troops before it 
was condemned without a word of com- 
plaint, and that after the meat was re- | 


regardless of cost. 


CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Was 
the meat home-grown or foreign ? 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: The contractors 
who supplied it are not contractors to the 
Admiralty, neither are they contractors 
to the War Office, and I have therefore 
no knowledge. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: Was there an in- 
spection of the meat in the first instance! 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: Yes, I am in- 
formed by the directors that it was 
inspected by their storekeeper and cook, 
both of whom are practical men. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
Cannot that gentleman find out whether 
it was home-grown or foreign meat ? 


[No answer was given. | 


PROVISIONS ON THE “PAVONIA.” 


Captain PHILLPOTTS (Devon, Tor. 
quay): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether any complaints have 
been received respecting the quality of 
the provisions supplied to the troops that 
embarked for South Africa on 22nd Oeto- 
ber on board the transport “ Pavonia”; 
and if so, whether such complaints have 
been investigated, or any action taken by 


the Admiralty. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : The officer con- 
manding the troops on the “ Pavonia” has 
reported that the provisions were jnite 
satisfactory. 


FAREWELLS ON TRANSPORTS. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty if he would take steps to 
make it known that ladies are not allowed 
to go on board the transports to see their 
officer relations off, even when they have 
so-called War Office passes, 
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Mr. MACARTNEY: The Admiralty | ing the Postmaster General, whether any 
are of the opinion that it is extremely | censorship is exercised with regard to 
inconvenient to those in charge of trans-| such outgoing telegrams from England to 
ports, as well as undesirable in the} Africa as may be likely, directly or indi- 
interests of the troops, that relatives or | rectly, to carry information to the enemy. 
friends should be permitted to go on board | 
transports at the time of embarkation. | THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
The Admiralty do not issue passes for, THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
this purpose, and I shall be glad to confer ton): Under Article 8 of the Interna- 
with the War Office on the subject. tional Telegraph Convention each 

Government reserves to itself the power 

Mr. WARNER: Will you make it to suspend wholly or in part the ser- 
publicly known ? | vice of international telegraphs upon con- 

| dition that it immediately advises each 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I think that this | of the other Governments party to the 
is sufficient publicity. ‘convention. Notices have been issued 
| — 8 article OB code or 
a : e ’ cipher telegrams, and applying the cen- 

pineneent vi egananaedoenagege , | sure to en telegrams fim ms to Zanzi- 

Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.) : 1) par, Seychelles, Mauritius, Madagascar, 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State British East Africa, German East Africa, 
for War why the quickest mail steamers | Mozambique, Delagoa Bay, Rhodesia, 
flying the British flag were not employed British Central Africa, Orange Free State, 
in the transport of troops to South Africa; Transvaal, Cape Colony and Natal. All 
and whether at least two days could have such telegrams have to pass the censor 
been saved on the voyage over the either at Aden or at Cape Town. 
average of the vessels which were thus_ 
employed. 
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| THE WAR OFFICE AND NEWS FROM 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that | THE FRONT—THE TUGELA RETREAT. 


the First Lord of the Admiralty will be) MR. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to 
happy to answer this question on an early | ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
day next week. at what time was the War Office in 
possession of the news of the retreat of 
ae. | Buller’s army across the Tugela, which 
TRANSPORT SERVICE RETURN. | was accomplished at 8 a.m. on Saturday 
GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): | morning; and, on what ground was this 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi-| news held back from the general public 
ralty whether there will be any objection | till Sunday at 5 p.m. 
to include in the return regarding the | 
transport service to South Africa, which) *Mr. WYNDHAM: The message from 
has already been promised, statistics re- | Sir Redvers Buller was received on Sun- 
garding the number of horses, if any, | day morning. It was a long one and 
carried on each ship respectively, and the | took some time to decode. It was issued 
number of horses lost on the voyage ; and | to the press soon after one o'clock, and 
whether the ships in question were pro- | placarded for general information at 2.30. 
vided with the new or old pattern of | 
fittings with or without slings for each} Mr. MAcNEILL: Was a_ previous 
horse. / message to that referred to received ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: There is no *\jp, WYNDHAM: There was no pre- 
ohjection to the inclusion of these sta-) vious message as to having encountered 


tistics in the return. a reverse, but there was one announcing 
that a battle was to be fought. There 
CENSORSHIP OF OUTGOING | Was no previous message giving the issue. 


TELEGRAMS. | 
Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: On behalf} THE MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGE- 
of the hon. Member for the Gainsborough MENT. 
Division of Lincolnshire, I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL, I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 


) 2 
L 





| 
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when was the defeat of Lord Methuen’s been put to expense in furnishing and 
forces at Magersfontein, which was not fitting up quarters. 


communicated to the general public till 
’ the morning of Wednesday the 13th 
December, first known at the War Office. 


The news reached 
on Wednesday 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : 
the War Office early 
* morning. 


PUBLIC CHARGES AGAINST THE WAR 
OFFICE BY A VOLUNTEER OFFICER. 
*Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
called to letters in the press, signed by 
the commanding ofticer 
Metropolitan Volunteer Battalions, mak- 
ing complaints and charges against the 
War Office and the military authorities : 
whether the authorities intend to take 
any notice of this serious breach of <lis- 
cipline by an officer on the active list ; 
or whether it is the case that no 
machinery exists for dealing with cases 
of this kind in any other way than by 
depriving the offender of his commission. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The is 
under the consideration of the 
authorities. 


matter 
military 


REGIMENTAL OFFICERS QUARTERS. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
on what principle does the War Office 
allow the wives of officers on the staff to 
retain quarters and allowances for six 
months during the absence of their 
husbands, while the wives of regimental 
officers are compelled immediately to 
surrender their quarters; and whether, 
having regard to the fact that regimental! 
officers have smaller pay than 
officers, the privileges § given to the wives 
of staff officers will be accorded to the 
wives of regimental officers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Regimental oiiicers 
liable to be moved at the shortest 
and are specially exempted for 
aX@s On 


are 
notice, 
that reason from the payment of t 
public quarters. The wives of regimental 
officers have been allowed to remain in 
quarters until they are actually required 


for the troops mor ing in. Staff officers 
have appointme nts for a fixed term, 
venerally for five vears, and have usually 


staff 


of one of the} 


| did not work so well as the new, 


BONUSES TO MILITIA OFFICERS, 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for W ar whether, after the embodiment 
of the Militia for a period of six months, 
the officers serving in that force are 
entitled to a sum of £190, and to a 
further sum of £50 a year after the first 
twelve months, whereas ex-Army officers 
in receipt of pensions but serving in the 
Militia do not receive this bonus: and 
whether he will take steps to see that all 
officers serving in the Militia are placed 

upon the same footing in this respect. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question is at 


present under consideration. 


GOVERNMENT PURCHASES IN , THE 
METAL MARKET. 
Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 


Financial Secretary to the War Office if 
the War Office have discontinued the old 
system of buying through a broker in 
the metal market, and now buy by tender, 
so that the market is always affected by 
their order before they buy. , 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- 
WitLiAMs, Birmingham, §8.): Yes, the 
change has been made; the old system 
every- 


_ thing being taken into account. 





THE CRYING OF WAR NEWS. 

Mr. H. 8S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowe- 
stoft): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether any 
power rests with him or with the police 
authorities of the Metropolis, to abate 
the nuisance which now pervades the 
streets and squares of London, day and 
night, Sunday and week day, from the 
cries of news hawkers shouting war news, 
to the unrest of the inhabitants, and espe- 
cially of those who have relatives at the 
front; and if no power exists to abate 
the nuisance, whether he will take steps 
to obtain such power ? 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): 
Under the law as it at present stands it 


“THE 
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is open to the police to take proceedings | 


in cases where the facts admit of proof of 
the offence or attempted offence of obtain- 
ing money hy knowingly crying false 
news. This is a matter which it is very 
dificult to prove, but in some cases con- 
victions have been obtained by the police. 
The London County Council have been 
in communication with me on the subject, 
and with a view to abating this nuisance, 
which has been brought to my notice 
more than once lately and to which [ am 
fully alive, a byelaw has been framed, 
the terms of which I have approved, and 
will I understand be considered by them 
at their next meeting. 


Mr. H. FOSTER: Does it apply 
merely to i. crying of false news, or 
does it apply to the crying in a blood- 


curdling voice of war news day and 
night 4 
*sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: The bye- 


law applies to the calling of newspapers 
as to be a public nuisance. 


DISPOSITION OF MILITIA 


MENTS. 

MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War how mary regiments of Irish 
Militia have been deported from Ireland 
io Great Britain since the outbreak of 
the present war, and how many regi- 
ments of British Militia are at present 
vrving in Ireland; why have Irish 
Militia. regiments been removed from Ire 
land w hile British Militia regiments have 
been brought to Ireland to serve in their 
place ; and on what ground are Irish 
Militia regiments precluded from the 
garrisoning of Ireland. 


REGI- 


Mr. SWIFT 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Seven Irish regi- 
ments have been sent to England, and 
fourteen English regiments to Ireland ; 
three Irish regiments are serving in 
Ireland. The distribution of these bat- 
talions was decided by the War Office in 
consultation with the militar 'y authorities 
in Ireland, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May [ask 
the hon. Gentleman why are not Irish 
regiments allowed to protect their own 
country with arms in their hands?) Why 
are they sent away ! 
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*Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 5.): 
Because they are rebels. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Mr. 


Speaker, may I ask you whether Irish 
rebels are good enough to fight behind 
in the Transvaal ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why does not 
Saunderson go out with the Cavan 
Militia ? 


MILITIA FORCES SERVING IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. SHEE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War what are the 
numbers and composition of the Regular 
and Militia forces of Her Majesty at 
present serving in Ireland. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Owing to the con- 
stant despatch of troops to South Africa 
and the replacement of the Regular batta- 
lions by Militia, the disposition of the 
forces for home defence is necessarily in 
a transitional stage. I have said that | 
will shortly make a statement to this 
House describing what steps will be taken 
for home defence during this year, and | 
think the hon. Member will be able to 
gather from that statement the informa- 
tion he desires. 


HARBOUR DEFENCES IN THE 
UNITED KINGDOM. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether most of the guns in the forts of 
the United Kingdom protecting im- 
portant naval bases and ports are practi- 
cally obsolete, and are outclassed by 
modern ship guns; and whether the 
Government will consent to the im- 
mediate appointment of a committee of 
men of position and experts unconnected 
officially with the War Office, to inquire 
locally into and report to Parliament upon 
the defences of the United Kingdom 
generally, and the character and adequacy 
of our garrison artillery in particular. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 
does not consider the armament of our 
harbours satisfactory, and, as I have fre- 
quently stated to tue House, a conference 
of three naval and military experts was 
appointed to go into the whole question. 
That conference has reported, and 

recommendations are being carried out. 
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NEWFOUNDLAND TREATY SHORE. | of the signature by Lords Clarendon and 
*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | Cowley of the further agreement proposed 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the , at the Congress hy Count Walewski on 
Secretary of State for the Colonies | 16th April to the effect that the Powers 
whether in August last the Governor of | Which had signed the Declaration of Paris 


Newfoundland, speaking at Bay of Islands, could not enter in future into any arrange- 


informed his hearers that negotiations | 


'ment which does not rest at the same 


were going on between Great Britain and | time on all the four principles, the objects 


France from which he anticipated a speedy 
solution of the Treaty Shore problem ; 


'of the said Declaration; and of the 
| further agreement on the same day that 


ola | " : ° ° 
whether any such negotiations were then | the present resolution, since it cannot 


taking place ; whether any solution of the 
questions at issue is expected before the 


| have a retroactive effect, cannot invalidate 
| anterior conventions ; if so, in what form, 


commencement of the fishing season; | 20d by what document, and on what date 


whether, in the Speech from the Throne, 


the Governor of Newfoundland, at the | 20 


close of the session of 1899, mentioned 
the fact that no legislation had been 
asked for for the continuance of previous 


arrangements ; whether such legislation | 


has now been asked for or offered, and 


in what position it stands; and whether , 


any portion of the report of the Com- 
mission on the exercise of French Treaty 
rights will be laid before Parliament. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have seen | 


a press report to the effect stated in the 
first part of the question, but the 
Governor’s statement must have been 
misunderstood. 
then or are now proceeding with France 
on the Treaty Shore question. The 
Governor did state in his speech at the 
closing of the session in July last that no 
legislation had been asked for, but Her 
Majesty’s Government have since re- 
quested the Colonial Government to ob- 
tain a renewal of the Treaties Act. It is 
not intended to lay any portion of the 
report at present. 


THE DECLARATION OF PARIS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs was the draft of the Declaration 
of Paris submitted to Her Majesty the 
Queen, and the signature whereof was 
approved by Her M desty, by a document 
dated the 8th April, 1856, identical in all 


No negotiations were | 


respects with the Declaration itself as_ 


actually signed eight days later on 
the 16th April by Lords Clarendon and 
Cowley; if not, what 
additions were male in it between the 
8th and 16th April, and were these 


'was Her Majesty’s approval signified ; 
| and whether he has any objection to lay 
upon the Table of the House the 
despatches to Lord Clarendon of 13th 


| April, 1856, and of is8th April, 1856, 


' relative to the Declaration of Paris ; and 
| if there be any objection, what that objec- 


I beg further to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what was the form and_ character 
of the document whereby Her Ma- 
jesty the Queen signified her approval 
to Lord Palmerston, on 8th April, 1856, 
of the draft of the Declaration of Paris ; 
was the document a letter, a rescript, ors 
memorandum ; was it authenticated by 
the Sign Manual ; and, if not, how ; and 
what objection, if any, is there to laying 
this document upon the Table of the 
House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : It is altogether un- 
usual and would be inconvenient to 
make public such details as are made the 
subject of inquiry by the hon. Member. 
The draft of the Declaration submitted to 
the Queen was substantially, and in its 
material points, identical with that even- 
tually adopted, but it would not be in 
accordance with constituticnal usage to 
lay communications between the Sovereign 
and her constitutional advisers on the 
Table of the House. 


tion is. 


THE AFGHAN SUBSIDY. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN : On behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Gainsborough 
Division of Lincolnshire, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether any 


account is given by the Afghan Govern- 


alterations or | 


alterations submitted to and approved by 


Her Majesty before the final signature ; 


was Her Majesty’s approval ever signified | 


ment of the manner in which the sum of 
£130,000 or thereabouts (which is 
annually paid to that Government) is 
expended, and whether an account of 
such expenditure can be presented to the 
House. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE rorjhe has during the tenure of his office 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, | refused to accede to any application for 
Faling): The terms of the agreement | an augmentation of the secret service 
with His Highness the Ameer, dated the | | money. 
12th November, 1893, presented to 
Parliament in 1896, do not impose any Sir M. HICKS-BEACH: No, Sir, I 
obligation upon His Highness to render | reme mber a suggestion for an increase 
any “account of his expenditure of the} of the vote from a department which 
sthsidy of 18 lakhs, and no such account desired an increase in the share of the 
is given. vote allotted to it. But this proved to 

be unnecessary, as we were able to pro- 
sees aan iia! sae Salt. x vide the sum asked for without any in- 
fae CAFERUED OF APCRSNISTAR. | creme of the total vote owing to the 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: On_ behalf diminished requirements of other depart- 
of the hon. Member for the Gainsborough | ments. 

Division of Lincolnshire, I beg to ask the | 

Secretary of State for India, whether,in Mr T. VM. HEALY: May I ask 
view of the recent experience in Natal whether the greater portion of the secret 
and Cape Colony proving the practical service money is not spent in Ireland # 
invulnerability of a well ‘fortified range 

of mountains to an invading force w hose Sir M. HICKS-BEACH : No, Sir, 
hase is at a great distance, the large pay- | jot. 
ment to Afghanistan will be suspended 
and the whole or part of the money spent Mr. HEDDERWICK: Has no spain 
on strengthening the forts and increasing | tion heen made to the right hon. Gentle- 
the armaments on the frontier. man either by the Prime Minister or the 
| Foreign Office ? 


(Questions, 





it is 


~~ 
Lorn G. HAMILTON: The terms of | as 
the agreement, dated the 12th of Novem-, Sip M. HICKS-BEACH: I thinkif the 
her, 1893, would not justify any such | hon, Member will look at my answer he 
liversion of the subsidy as the hon. | will see that it covers the question. 
Gentleman suggests. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
REFORM OF [TRISH PRIMARY | right hon. Gentleman settled this little 
EDUCATION, | difference with Lord Salisbury ? 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer whether the 
necessary funds have been provided for the 
reforms in primary education in Ireland ; 
and whether it is the intention of the 
Government to enable those reforms to 
be carried out by providing adequate 
means to do so. 

THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M.  Hicks-Breacu, 
Bristol, W.): The Irish Government 


[No answer was given. | 


BURIAL LAW REFORM. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
bring in during the present session the 
Bill, which he has stated has been pre- 
pared, to give effect to the recommenda- 








have recommended a proposal of the 
Board of National Education for a large 
scheme of reform in the system of ele- 


tions of the Select Committee on Burial 
Grounds ; and, if so, when will it be in- 
troduced 2? 


mentary education in Ireland, and I have | 


been glad to find myself able to accept 
generally the financial portions of the | 
scheme. The details are under discussion, | 
and the new proposals will appear or be | 
explained on the Estimates. 


SECRET SERVICE MONEY. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer: whether 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes, Sir, it 
is the intention of the Government to in- 
troduce such a Bill, but I cannot name a 
| day for it. 


MR. CHAMBERLAIN’S VISIT TO 
DUBLIN. 

| Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 


aware that during a recent visit of a. 


Cabinet Minister to Trinity College, 
Dublin, the students of that institution 
attacked the Mansion House, tore down 
the flag, and assaulted an old woman who 
was the caretaker, as well as breaking the 
windows of tradesmen; whether any of 
these students were arrested or prosecuted 
for these offences ; and if not, whether he 
can explain what the police were doing 
on the occasion. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : On the occasion referred to, 


some students together with a number of | 


outsiders who were in the habit of attend- 
ing lectures in the Medical School, appear 
to have gone out by the Lincoln Place 
gate of the College Park about one 
o'clock, and proceeded to the Mansion 
House, where they rang the bell, forced 
open a wicket leading to the garden, 
where the civic flag was displayed, took 
it down and carried it away. There was 
a struggle between the Mansion House 
servants and the students, in the course 
of which a woman grasped the Union 
Jack earried by the students and, in her 
efforts to tear it, was dragged to the 
ground and a pane of glass valued at 
about ten shillings was broken. There 
was no one to identify the persons 
alleged to have seized the flag and broken 
the window, and nothing could be done, 
as the whole affair occupied a few minutes 
only. <A force of thirty constables under 
an Inspector was despatched to the spot, 
but when they arrived a few minutes 
afterwards everything was quiet. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 
out of the answer may I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether it is not true 
that these unseemly and_ riotous pro- 
ceedings were purely the outcome of the 
ill-timed and ill-advised visit of the 
Colonial Secretary | 


Captain DONELAN: Can the right 


hon. Gentleman induce any of these 
“heroes” to volunteer for the seat of 
war ! 


{No answer was given. | 


RETURNS UNDER THE LAND LAW 


(IRELAND) ACT, 1896 (CORK). 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): [beg 
to ask the Chief Seeretary to the Lord 
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| Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
down to what year returns have up to 
| the present been made out for the Land 
Judge under the rules made pursuant to 
section 40 of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1896, of estates to which that 
section in the first instance applies ; how 
far the returns already presented have 
been gone through by the Judge to the 
' Land Commission under the section ; how 
many reports have been made by the 
Land Commission pursuant to such 
requests; how many estates have been 
offered for sale to the tenants under the 
section and accepted by the tenants, and 
what the number of such tenants is, and 
the total amount of the purchase money ; 
how many estates have been actually 
vested in the tenants under the section, 
and what the number of such tenants is; 
and whether the offer of sale to the 
tenants has been refused by them in any 
and what cases. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Returns 
such as referred to have been prepared so 
far as they relate to cases in which 
receivers were appointed prior to 1891, 
and all the estates comprised in these 
returns have deen dealt with by the 
Land Judge, with a view to their being 
sold under the 40th section, or of 
determining whether they were actually 
estates to which the provisions of that 
section are applicable. The return for 
the period between the years 1891 and 
1896 is now almost complete. With 
regard to the remainder of the question, 
I am informed that the records of the Land 
Judge’s Court have not been kept in sucha 
form as would readily enable an answer 
to be given, and that to obtain the in- 
formation an investigation which would 
entail much trouble and some expense 
would be necessary. 


FAIR RENT APPLICATIONS IN 
COUNTY CORK. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
‘number of fair rent applications from the 
county Cork lodged with or transferred 
to the Land Commission and still unheard, 
and how long ago the first of such 
applications was lodged; how many of 
such applications lodged in or prior to 
the year 1898 are still unheard; how 
many of such applications were lodged or 
transferred during the year 1899 ; how 








449 


man 
Con 
how 
wer 
rent 
189! 


AY 
app! 
fron 
liste 
app! 
Of 
latte 
lodg 
yeal 
lodg 
460 
yeat 
Con 
cour 
Sub. 
of t 
prio 
next 
the 


M 
fact 
of t 
mor 


eert 


GOV\ 
LA 
\ 
ask 
Lie 
Gov 
cop) 
requ 
cou! 
firm 
Loc: 
whe 
this 
prin 
and 
this 


M 
rate 
men 
can 
and 
mec 
by y 


448 


state 
p to 
Land 
nt to 
and) 
that 
how 
have 
» the 
how 
the 
such 
heen 

the 
and 
and 
Ney ; 
ally 
tion, 
S is : 
the 
any 


urns 
d so 
hich 
891, 
hese 
the 
e] ! ig 
of 
ally 
that 
tor 
and 
Vith 
tion, 
sand 
ich a 
swer 
» in 
ould 
ense 


v tO 
Lord 
: the 
the 
rred 
ard, 
such 
y of 
to 
how 
(| or 
how 








449 (Questions. 


many were disposed of by the Sub- 
Commission during the year 1899; and 
how many Lay Assistant Commissioners 
were assigned to the work of fixing fair 
rents in the county Cork during the year 
1899. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are 715 
applications to fix fair rents received 
from County Cork that have not yet been 
listed for hearing. The first of such 
applications was lodged in October, 1897. 
Of this number 48 were lodged in the 
latter half of the year 1897, 274 were 


(2 KEBRU 





ARY 1900} 


| be shown on one folio of the book, has 
| been protected by a Dublin printing firm, 
| but the Local Government Board have no 
official information respecting this form, 
inor have they expressed any opinion 
| about it, or recommended its adoption in 
| preference to the ratebooks brought out 
by any other firm. All forms prescribed 
by the Local Government Board’s orders 
can be obtained by county councils, dis- 
| trict councils, and boards of guardians, 
'from any printers and publishers they 
|may select, and at whatever may be the 
| lowest market prices. 
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lodged in the year 1898, and 357 in the | 


year 1899. 
lodged in the present year. ‘There were 
460 applications disposed of during the 
year 1899, when one wing of a Sub- 
Commission worked continuously in the 


The remaining cases were | 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
rentleman aware that the Irish Local 
| Government Board has recommended to 
certain county councils the use of this 
particular form ? 


county, and two other wings of the same | 


Sub-Commission worked there for portion | 


of the period. The cases lodged in or 
prior to 1898 will probably appear on the 
next list issued for the districts in which 
the holdings are situated. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Is it not a 
fact that the figures show that the work 
of the Department is falling into arrear 
more and more every year ! 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It has 


certainly been falling into arrear. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING IN 
LAND—COPYRIGHTED RATE BOOKS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the Local 
Government Board have sanctioned the 


copyrighting of the ratepaper (Form 30), | 


required every year by each county 


IRE. | 


Mr. G. W. I am not 


aware of that. 


3ALFOUR: 


| FAIR RENTS IN NORTH KERRY. 

| Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
‘Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a large 
‘number of tenants residing in North 
| Kerry have served originating notices to 
| have fair rents fixed before the Sub-Land 
| Commission at Tralee ; and whether he 
| can state about what time the Sub-Com- 
| mission will sit at Tralee to hear applica- 
| tions from North Kerry. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I replied to 


IT beg to! a somewhat similar question yesterday. 


|A Sub-Commission sat at Tralee in 
| October last for the hearing of cases from 
‘the Tralee Union, and a further sitting 

will be arranged for by the Commissioners 
| at as early a date as practicable. 


council in Ireland by a Dublin printing | 


books and 
Government Board 


firm who issue 
Local official : 
this copyright has been to create a 
printing monopoly for one Dublin firm, 
and increased prices by the ratepayers for 
this ratepaper. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The form of 
ratebook prescribed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board has not been copyrighted, and 
can be obtained from any firm of printers 
and publishers. The Board: learn that a 


mechanical arrangement of the ratebook, 
by which the rates for two half-years can 


forms for a | 
and, 
whether they can state if the effect of 


IRISH LAND RE-VALUATION. 
Mr. FIELD: I heg to ask the Chief 
‘Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
‘land whether the Government intend to 
‘consider the immediate necessity of re- 
| valuation in Ireland and take measures to 
, have it accomplished. 


Mr. SHEE: 1 beg also to ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
'Treland whether steps will be taken to 
| cause a re-valuation of land in Ireland for 
taxation purposes in the immediate or 
‘near future; whether he has received 
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expressions of the desirability of such re- 
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valuation from various public bodies in ' 


Ireland ; and whether judicial rents 
would be adopted as the rating basis of 


the lands in respect of which such rents | 


have been determined. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Govern- 


ment are not averse, in principle, to a re- | 


valuation of land in Ireland, but I am not 
in a position to promise to deal with the 
matter in the present session. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ORDERS. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
arrange to continue the Return of Rules 
and Orders issued under the Irish Local 
Government Act down to date. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There is no 


objection, in principle, to the preparation | 
of the return referred to in the question, | 
but I should like to look a little further , 


into the matter with a view to ascertain 
how many rules and orders have been 


issued since the first return was laid, and | 


to see whether it might not be better to 
defer the presentation of the continuation 
return until it can be presented in a 
fairly complete form. 


IRISH TOWN TENANTS BILL. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
introducing a Town Tenants Bill this 
session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, we do 
not propose to suggest legislation of the 
kind which the hon. Member indicates in 
his question. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[FourTH DaAy’s DEBATE] 
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”-—(Captain Prety- 


, man.) 


And which Amendment was— 


Order read for resuming adjourned | 


debate on Amendment [January 30th] to 
Question [January 3th], “That an hum- 
ble Address be presented to Her Majesty 
as followeth— 


Most Gracrous Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the 





“At the end of the Question to add the 
words, ‘ But we humbly express ourregretat the 
want of knowledge, foresight, and judgment 
displayed by your Majesty’s advisers alike in 
their conduct of South African affairs since 

, 1895 and in their preparations for the war 
now proceeding.’” — (Lord Edmond Fitz- 
maurice.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there added.” 


Debate resumed. 


*Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (con- 
tinuing his speech which was interrupted 
at midnight the previous evening): I 
think the House is to be congratulated 
upon the higher level of patriotism to 
which the debate has been raised by the 
speeches delivered yesterday from the 
front benches. The right hon. Baronet 
opposite who last spoke did not dissociate 
himself from mere party attack as 
thoroughly as many of his admirers 
hoped he would have done. His theory 
that this vote of censure was necessary 
to enable hon. Members opposite to ex- 
press all their blame of the Government 
so that afterwards they might settle down 
to the assistance of the Government in a 
national danger was a curious form of 
special pleading. I suppose that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite really think that the 
Government are lacking in knowledge, 


foresight, and judgment, but before 
saying so surely they could have 
waited until after the supplies had 


been voted, and until all the military 
necessities which are the main object and 
purpose of this session had been dealt 
with. Both sides of this House ought to 
be ready to join and consider what is 
really necessary for the Army and for the 
best interests of the country. The right 
hon. Baronet opposite said that this 
Amendment was not intended to bridge 
over the differences amongst hon. Mem- 
bers on the opposite side of the House. 


, That may not have been the intention, 


but undoubtedly it is a most skilfully 


Commons of the , drawn Amendment, intended to reconcile 
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such widely divergent views as those held 
by the right hon. Baronet himself, those 
of the hon. Member for Dumfries, and 
probably those of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bodmin, who still 
sits on this side of the House. 
it reconcile those views? Is it a patriotic 
Amendment ! What good will it do to 
the country, whatever may be its effect 
on the party opposite ? 


{2 Fesrvary 1900} 





the Queen’s Speech. 454 
single iota of the blame; and after 
taking counsel together, they might have 
decided to reserve the discussion of this 
question until after the real business of 


' the session had been dealt with, and until 


But does | 


all the possible and necessary provision 


' had been made for the carrying on of the 


If the Amend- | 


ment were to succeed a General Election | 


must follow, and I ask is this the time 
when any patriotic man anxious for the 
welfare of his country would desire to 
have a General Election ? 


Is this not | 


war. Instead of this we have had the 
national time occupied with a discussion 
merely for the furtherance of party spirit. 
The stateiaent that this discussion is not 
delaying the work of military preparation 
is one of extreme value, for it will relieve 


| the feeling of anxiety in the country, and 


| 


rather a time to close up all our party | 


ranks, and show a united front in the face 
of the world and to our enemies in 
South Africa? Will not the chances 


‘united House of Commons. 


it will go far to reassure the country, 
which is still without the prestige of a 
The right 


| hon. Baronet was much exercised in his 


of additional complications be enormously | 


increased by the public exhibition 
of these differences amongst us! The 
right hon. Baronet stated that his friends 
and himself would support the prosecn- 
tion of this war until the British flag 
should fly at Johannesburg and Pretoria, 
and until it was impossible to have a 
repetition of an oligarchy there and po 
more arsenals. That statement goes far 
to redeem the vacillating utterances of 
many of his colleagues. I would ask how 
many of his colleagues agree with that 
utterance? I am sorry that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Op- 
position is not in his place, because | 
would have humbly emphasised the chal- 
lenge made by the Leader of the House 
that the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
should state what is his view upon this 
matter, and how far he is prepared to 
support the Government in carrying on 
this war to its ultimate and _ successful 
end. I would have invited the right hon. 
Gentleman for once to make up his mind 
and stick to it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man in his apologia for his Amendment 
said 


“It would have been impossible for the 
Government to begin this session without a 
large discussion on the general points of the 
war.” 


I do not agree with that statement. On 
the contrary, I say it would not only 
have been possible, but it would have 


been easy and more patriotic to have | 


begun the session by the announcement 
from hon. Gentlemen opposite that they 
held the Government seriously to blame ; 
that they did not intend to withdraw one 


speech as to the British Constitution, and 
enlisted this in defence of the Govern- 
ment as explaining their inaction in re- 
gard to the war preparations. Supposing 
the Government had made the serious 
war preparations which some hon. Gentle- 
men opposite think ought to have been 
made in advance, and supposing there had 
heen no war, what would hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have done then? Why, they 
would have gone to the country de- 
nouncing the Government for its want 
of foresight, for its extravagance in 


spending the money, and for un- 
necessarily burdening the ratepayers 
with the cost of the war. All 


these are possibilities under the British 
Constitution, and are necessarily involved 
in our system of Government—a fact which 
is obvious to everybody in this House. My 
hon. friend the Member for South Shields, 
whose brillisnt speech is within the 
memory of this House, has stated that he 
will vote for the Amendment because he 
believes that this war was inevitable and 
just, but the Government did not make 
adequate preparations for it. But if this 
Amendment goes to a division I shall vote 
against it on precisely the same grounds 


‘as my hon. friend the Member for South 


Shields will vote for it, namely that the 
war was unavoidable, and that the 
Government made all the military prepara- 


tions which they were advised were 
necessary, or could have made with- 
out the sanction of the House. 


I believe it would be greatly to the 
interests of our party and the Govern- 
ment if this Amendment went to a 
division, because it would show that the 
Government still possess the confidence 
of the vast majority of this House, and 
Fourth Day. 
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really reflects the opinion of the great 
majority of the people of this country 
upon this most important national ques- 
tion, But, Sir, it is better that this 
division should not be taken, and that we 
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| Under these circumstances it is the duty 
of this House to put aside party spirit, 
and to patriotically think only of what is 
‘best for our country in the hour of her 
need, 


should be united on this question before | 


the world. 
men opposite that in 1878 Mr. Gladstone, 
as leader of the Liberal party, then in 
opposition, requested one of his associates 
to move a vote of censure on the Govern- 
ment of the day. A vote of censure 
was put down on the Paper, but 
after news had _ been received of 
a strategic movement of Russian troops, 
which was not accompanied by a 
single blow, Mr. Gladstone considered 
that the duty ot the Opposition was to 
avoil embarrassing or appearing to 
embarrass the Government, and he 
requested his colleague to withdraw the 
motion. Is the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition less patriotic 
than Mr. Gladstone, or is it that he is less 
influential with his followers ? Be that as 
it may, [| would appeal to him on the 
broadest grounds of patriotism that his 
duty in this instance is to pursue the 
course pursued by Mr. Gladstone in 1872. 
We are still fighting under circumstances 
of extreme discouragement in South 
Africa; nay, we are fighting for our very 
Empire, and [ do not class as real patriots 
those who endeavour to make party capital 
out of such a state of things. I believe that 
when the full significance of the present 
debate is known to the country many 
who are ordinarily ardent supporters of 
the right hon. Gentleman and_ his col- 
leagues will dissociate themselves from 
the course which has been taken. We 
are now ip a moment of emergency, and 
what is required is to make provision for 
our immediate and urgent needs. All 
this time South Africa waits, and we have 
no alternative but to fight out this war to 
the end, and the end was indicated in 
the speech, to which I desire to pay a 
tribute of admiration, of the hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Berwick Division. 
The end must be reached, but before it is 
reached there may be further reverses. 
Let us be prepared for them. The deter- 
mination of our people will be the same 


a determination that our colonies shall , 
be protected, and our position in South | 


Africa secured for all time, that the 


federation of our colonies shall be 


I would remind hon. Gentle- | 


*Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : The hon. 
‘Gentleman who has just sat down, like 
several others who have spoken on the 
opposite side of the House, has endea- 
_voured to represent this discussion as one 
which might have been avoided, and one 
which was not patriotic. Sir, this discus- 
sion was absolutely unavoidable. All 
the precedents are in its favour. There 
has never been a similar position in 
which the Opposition did not at 
the very first moment arraign the 
policy of the Government, and require it 
‘to account for the position into which it 
had brought the country. I will not, 
however, repeat what was said yesterday 
by the hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Berwick Division in his very impressive 
speech, to which we all listened with so 
much interest. He showed by irrefutable 
arguments that a discussion of this kind 
is necessary and that it hastens instead of 
delays the real business of the session. 
Everybody in this country is asking why 
we are at war. We have had a great 
many inconsistent and a great may 
unsatisfactory explanations. The very 
persons who complain of us raising the 
question in the House of Commons are 
the very persons who Jose no oppor- 
tunity of telling us that the war 
is just and was inevitable. Even from 
the judicial bench we hear fulminations 
most unworthy of the traditions of that 
bench. I believe the country and this 
House desires to know what are the 
causes which have brought us into our 
present position, and I think those of us 
who represent the country-——as we all 
hope we do in our several ways— would 
be entirely unworthy of a seat in this 
House if we did not take the very first 
opportunity of bringing this matter to 
the great inquest of the nation. ‘There 
is also another reason which requires it. 
When we come to consider the settlement 
to be made after the war, it will be 
necessary to have understood — and 
weighed the causes which have produced 
the war, and the sooner the country 
forms its judgment as to those causes 
the better it will be. ‘The Opposition 


completed, and that the anxieties now ,are accused of endeavouring to make 


pressing upon us shall be removed. 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


party capital out of this matter. That 
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charge is always made, and will, I 
hope, always be disregarded. Can any- 
one think that it is an agreeable task for 


us to say in this House what we believe | 


it is our duty—certainly a most unwel- 
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come duty—to say? Is it pleasant to | 


have to tell the country that it is | 
engaged in a war and is making enormous | 


sacrifices that might have been avoided ? 
Nothing but a sense of duty would induce 
us to undertake so painful a task, and I 
am glad to be able to add, after the frank 
admission of the Under Secretary of State 
for War-—an admission which I expected 
from his fairness—that this discussion 
does not delay the executive action the 
(Jovernment has to take, and therefore it 
cannot be suggested that it in any way 
interferes with the 
country. Let me ask the House to con- 
sider what was the South African problem 
as it stood immediately after the raid. 
What should have been in the beginning 
of 1896 the aim of a wise, far-seeing 
and statesmanlike policy in South Africa ? 
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certainly not least in Cape Colony. It gave 
the Transvaal a justification for the arma- 
ments which immediately followed, the 
expenditure on which leaped into much 
higher figures than in previous years, 
it threw che Orange Free State into 
the arms of the Transvaal just as did 
our war with the Transvaal in 1881, and 


‘it undid the work of years in Cape Colony. 


Everyone who knows Cape Colony will tell 
you that the progress of friendly fusion had 
heen most satisfactory up to the raid. But 
the raid, deplorable and cuipsble as it 
was, did not change what ought to have 
been the aim and purpose of our policy. 


| It only made the need for pacific methods 


interests of the: 


Surely it should have been to promote | 


concord and the fusion of the races, to 
keep the peace, to soften down old 
animosities and to endeavour to get 
Englishmen and Dutchmen to live to- 
gether as friends and to co-operate for 
the good of their common country. 
Peace would have produced fusion, and 
in that fusion the English element would 
ultimately have prevailed. There was a 
time, no doubt, when it might have been 
suggested that the Dutch element was 
likely to prevail. It is deeply rooted in 


the soil and increases with surprising | 


do not know whether the 


rapidity. I 
the number of 


House is aware that 


Dutch in South Africa is now ten times | 


greater than it was when we took 
over the country in 1806. 3ut 
the tide turned in 1885. That 
year marked the discovery of the 


Rand gold fields, which increased to a sur- 
prising degree the immigration of British 
subjects into South Africa. From that 
time onwards it was plain that the 
British element would grow more rapidly 
than the Dutch, and that therefore its 
preponderance was assured, at any rate 
for some generations. The fusion of 
which I have spoken was proceeding up 
to the raid of December 189%, which 
interfered with and destroyed the process 
of conciliation, assimilation, and amalga- 


mation which was going on.  [t threw 
matters suddenly back in South Africa, and 


greater and the necessity for patience 
greater. As detached extracts from par- 
ticular passages in a book written by me 
on the subject have been read in this 
House, perhaps I may be permitted to 
quote a few words which I used in 1897 
to sum up what British policy in South 
Africa ought to be. I said it ought to 
avoid even the least appearance of 
aggression, and that what was wanted in 
South Africa was tact, calmness, and 
patience—above all things, patience. I 
suppose I shall be told that the Uitlanders 
suffered grievances in the Transvaal, and 
that it was necessary to remove them. 
Sir, there were grievances in the Trans- 
vaal__[ have never denied it—but they 
were grossly exaggerated. They were 
grievances Which might have been re- 
moved by steady and quiet pressure 
instead of by language which brought 
this country into a_ position from 
which it was hard to withdraw without 
humiliation. There are two observations 
[ would like to make in regard to these 
grievances. The first is, that they have 
been immensely exaggerated. I do not 
at all deny that there was a bad Govern- 
ment in the Transvaal; but it was a 
Government whose badness did not 
affect men in their lives or their property. 
Property was perfectly safe. I say that 
without the slightest fear of contradic- 
tion ; and whatever may be alleged to 
the contrary, the law courts rendered 
impartial justice between man and man 
Lite was safe, and the best proof of that 
is that the only case cited of insecurity is 
the case of Edgar. I do not know 


' whether that case is fresh in the memory 


of the House, and I will not enter inte 
details further than to say that the man 
whom Edgar struck down was an English- 
man; that the policeman who shot Edgar 
Fourth Day. 
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when the latter was resisting the attempt | night that before the raid the Reform 
to arrest him was a man named Jones ;, party had very nearly attained victory in 
and that the man whom Edgar struck | the presidential election, and that it ‘Was 
ultimately died in the hospital from the growing in strength every day ; and there 
effects of the blow. Ido not argue this is no doubt that but for the raid it would 
case further than to say that it is one in have ultimately succeeded. The raid 
which it was quite possible, as the hon. stopped that, but even after the raid con- 
and learned Member for Dumfries stated , fidence would have been restored, had it 
the other day, for a jury to arrive at the | not been for the campaign against the 
conclusicn to which that jury arrived, and | Transvaal Government carried on in Eng- 
that there is not the slightest reason to | land, and the fear and suspicion created 
think that any race feeling had anything thereby in the Boer mind, which prevented 
to do with the matter. At any rate, it, the process of reform being resumed. 
was the only case cited as to insecurity Immigration was continuing in spite of 
of life in the Transvaal. When you con- | these terrible grievances. The average 
sider what a mining city is, and what is number of white workmen at work in 1896 
the insecurity of life and property, and ; was 7,430, but it had risen in 1898 to 9,476. 
the difficulty of seizing offenders in the The condition of the white population was 
mining cities of America, for instance, | therefore improving, wages were rising, 
the wonder is that there was not more and it was perfectly clear that the pro- 
crime in Johannesburg. Let me put portion of Englishmen to the Dutch 
another point. The Rand was very would have gone on increasing, and the 
prosperous. Do hon. Members realise difficulty of maintaining the Krugerite 
how the mining industry there was system would have been constantly greater. 
advancing by leaps and bounds? During | The Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
that period the number of stamp batteries admitted that when he said that the 
had immensely increased. The dividends ; Krugerite Government, like other defec- 
paid by the gold mines rose from tive Governments, carried the seeds of 
£794,000 in 1892 to £4,847,000 in 1898. its own dissolution. What conclusions 
The output of gold, which in 1896 was, are we to draw from these facts! 
£7,864,000, increased in two .years, that; This conclusion above all, that it would 
is from 1896 to 1898, to £15,141,000. have been far better if our Govern- 
It cannot, therefore, be said that the ment had waited a little longer before 
gold industry was not thriving. Then, as they began their policy of pressing with 
to the condition of the white working- urgency and menace for the redress of 
men ; their average wage increased from the Uitlander grievances. I have said that 
£24 per month in 1896 to £26 per month , the grievances were bad ; but, Sir, war is 
in 1898. The country was one of the worse. Everything in politics is compara- 
best for working-men which they could | tive, and the redress of these grievances 
find anywhere in the world. Under , affecting a comparatively small number of 
these circumstances it is perfectly clear | persons who had gone into the country 
that the grievances, whatever they with notice that the grievances existed,was 
were, did not seriously interfere with a very small matter compared with the 
the prosperity of the gold mining disastrous war into which we have been 
industry. I was in Johannesburg the drawn. I venture to believe that if the 
year before the raid, and I must say [ Government had foreseen that war would 
never saw a town in which the people follow, and what the war would bring 
seemed to be enjoying themselves more forth, they would never have ventured on 
completely to their hearts’ content. that line of policy. Though they could 
Therefore, although I do not for a moment | scarcely foresee all the calamities that have 
deny that there were serious grievances, followed, they ought to have foreseen that 
and that they deserved the attention of the their policy was a dangerous one, likely 
Government, I repeat that they were to end in war. The Transvaal was 
grossly exaggerated, and not such as! armed, and the possession of arms acts 
obviously requi? ed a war to redress them. upon the temper of men who have them, 
Furthermore, I hold that they were evils and makes them more likely to have resort 
which would have righted themselves. to the use of these arms. The Transvaal 
They had nearly done so before the raid. was suspicious, and attributed everything 
The right hon. the Under Secretary for that was done by the British Government 
Foreign Affairs himself told us the other to the influence of the men concerned in 


Mr. Bryce. 
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the raid. I do not enter into the ques- | 


tion whether the Transvaal suspicions 
were justified or not, but I ask the House 
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should they have gone about the 
jtask? The one essential thing was 
that they should have carried with 


to realise what was the cardinal fact of 


the situation—viz., that the British 


Government and country were identified | 


in the minds of the Transvaal Boers with 
the raid. 


Everybody knows what were | 


the facts on which their suspicions were , 
based ; but without stating those facts I | 
am content to point out that these sus- | 


picions were known to exist, were known 
to govern their views, and ought to have 
shewn Her Majesty’s Government what 
distrust they must expect. Does anyone 
then think that if a year ago, when 


them, as far as possible, the sentiment 
of the Cape Dutch and the Orange 
Free State. Hon. Members may think 
that that was a hopeless enterprise ; 
but that was not so, because in the pre- 
vious disputes which tad arisen with the 
Transvaal Government, we had the sym- 
pathy of the Cape Dutch and the 
Orange Free State. very one re- 
members the Drifts question. It was a 


‘matter of common knowledge that the 


the House met in February last, we | 


would have consented to press for the 
redress of the grievances of the Uitlanders 
if it had been foreseen that the price of 


Orange Free State and the Cape Dutch 


‘complained bitterly of the conduct of the 


Transvaal at that time, and the Cape 


Dutch at any rate, as we know 
from the attitude of «the Cape 
| Ministry, would have supported the 


such a policy was the present war, with | 


all its calamities ? 
illustration of ,the state of opinion 
less than a year ago. A debate on the 
Transvaal was raised on tne 20th March, 
by the hon. Member for the Ecclesall 
Division of Sheftield. He stated in strong 
terms the grievances of the Uitlanders, and 


Let me give an 


complained that the Colonial Office had not | 


taken steps to redress these grievances. 
The Colonial Secretary made what ap- 
peared to me to be a very pacific and re- 
assuring speech. [ remember that the 
hon. Member for Poplar, and myself, rose 
and expressed our satisfaction at the 
pacific language the Colonial Secretary 
used, and said that we were very glad the 
Government realised the danger of rousing 
the suspicions of the Boers and of inten- 
sifying racial antagonisms all over 
South Africa. What was more significant 
still was that not a single Member of the 


House then rose in support of the hon. | 


Member for the Ecclesall Division of Shef- 
field, whose attack was treated with silent 
contempt. 
so terrible, and called for such instant inter- 
ference, why was there not a little more 
feeling in the House shown in order to 
stir up the Colonial Office to action! I 
maintain that the better course for the 
Government would have been to exercise 


British Government if war had arisen 
upon it. It was the bounden duty, 
therefore, of the Government when they 
took up this question of the Uitlanders 
grievances to avoid anything like aggres- 


‘sion, or do anything that might seem to 


threaten the independence of the Trans- 
vaal, for that isa point on which the Dutch 
inthe Orange Free State and in Cape 


Colony are extremely sensitive. How- 
ever, the Government went on dis- 
regarding these considerations. | And 


here I would like to submit two pro- 
positions which I trast we shall agree in 
holding ought to govern a great country 
like ours in negotiations. The first is, 
that small States have the same rights 
as great States, and that we should 
observe our treaties with a small State 


| just as scrupulously as we observe them 


If these grievances were then | 


a little more patience until the memories | : 
of the raid had ceased to be so fresh, | That is agreed ; but if that is agreed, that 
and a more favourable moment for inter-|is the proposition which we have dis- 


vention arrived. The Government, how- 
ever, shortly after 20th March, changed 


their policy, and why they did so I have | proceeded. 
3ut sup-|for a redress of the grievances. If 


never been able to discover. 


with the great and powerful States. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): And they with us. 


*Mr. BRYCE: And they with us. My 
second proposition is that every State, 
not only before it goes to war, but before 
it threatens war, should have a proper 
case for war. It should be able to make 
out what is called a cusus belli before it 
begins even to threaten a resort to force. 


|regarded. There are two lines on 
which the Government might have 
They might have asked 


posing that they felt it necessary tu press | the Transvaal Government in an arro- 
for a removal of the grievances, how ' gant manner refused to redress them, 
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they might have furnished a casus belli. | 
I do not say they would have furnished | 
it, for the negotiations never got that | 
length, but for the sake of argument we | 
may concede that it is possible they might | 
have done so, had the Transvaal refused | 
all redress. But the question never came | 
up, and we never dealt with it. Instead | 
of going upon the grievances, we elected | 
to make our complaint upon the question 
of the franchise. Now the Goyernment 
could not use with regard to the franchise 
question any argument except that of 
persuasion. They were not entitled to use 
any threats, because thet question did not | 
contain any belli. 1t has been | 
assumed all through these discussions that 
we are entitled to go to war to secure | 
franchise rights for British Uitlanders. | 
We had no such rights whatever. This 
point is of so much importance that 1} 
may quote some i to establish it. 


CUSUS 


facts 
First of all there was no provision ever 
made in either of the Conventions for | 
granting political rights. The first ocea- 
sion when the Transvaal raised their 
franchise was in 1882. It had been based 
ou a one year’s residence, and they raised 
the term to three years. In 1884 we | 
made another Convention with them, and } 
if we objected to their raising the fran- 
chise, then was the time to object. But 
by making a new Convention in 1884 we 
waived any right of objection to their 
raising the term which we might have 
possessed. When they raised the 
franchise still further in 1890 we again 
made no protest. They then raised 
it to fourteen or fifteen years. That was 
the time to protest if we thought they 
had not the right to do it, but we did not | 


do so, 


| 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): May Cask what Government was 
in power at the time ! 

Mr. BRYCE: In 1890 a Conservative 
Ministry was in power. Both parties in 
the House have all along taken the same 
view of the legal operation of the two 
Conventions in this respect. In 1896 
Mr. Chamberlain said 


“Sinee the Convention of 1884 Her 
Majesty’ Government have recognised the 
South African Republie as a free and inde- 
pendent Government as regards all its internal! 
affairs not touched by the Convention.” 

Again in March of the same year the | 
right hon. Gentleman telegraphed 

“Her Maje-ty’s Government do not een 
any right under the Convention to prescribe | 


Mr. Bryce. 
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interfere with the 
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the particular internal reforms which should 
be made in the South African Republic.” 


There was no mention made of the so- 
called suzerainty from 1884 until it was 
raised by the Colonial Secretary in 1897, 
With regard to that I must say that the 
introduction of the word suzerainty has been 
the most unhappy introduction of an un- 
necessary and pernicious theme into the 


| negotiations that could well be imagined. 


It was superfluous so far as we were 
concerned, because it could not mean 
anything more than the right of vetoing 


| treaties which we undoubtedly had under 


the Convention of 1884, but it made the 
Boer Government believe that under the 
cover of this vague word suzerainty we 
were endeavouring to set upa right of 
interference in their internal affairs, 


| This belief was strengthened by the 


conduct and words of the South African 
League agitators at Johannesburg, who 
were perpetually calling upon Britain to 
intervene “as the suzerain power.” But 
our suzerainty, if it existed (which it did 
not), meant nothing more than the right 
to veto treaties, and gave no title to 
franchise law or any 
other internal affair. All the demands 
that were made for the extension of the 
franchise were based upon no right what- 
ever of this country, and could only be 


supported by arguments of persuasion and 


remonstrance, and not by threats of war. 
The language of the Government was 
however the language of constant and 


| increasing menace, and it was accom- 


panied by the sending out of troops at 
a time when negotiations were in progress 


| on a question which furnished no casus belli. 


Seldom have negotiations which ought to 
have kept a conciliatory tone been con- 
ducted with less prudence or less regard 


to legal right. It has already been 
remarked that there were — several 
despatches which were most unfor 


tunate to publish, one of which was 
that from the High Commissioner of the 
5th of May. Another one hardly less 
unfortunate was that sent by the High 
Commissioner on the 31st of August 
last year. It is the one known as the 
“hurry up” despatch, in which the 
British Government is urged to press the 
Transvaal harder and be quicker about it, 
and may be found at p. 51 of C-9521. 
The High Commissioner says : 

“British South Africa is prepared for extreme 
mexsures, and is ready to suffer much in order 
to see the vindication of British authority.” 
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Under what circumstances was 
written ? That was written when the 
only matter in dispute was the franchise, 
and the use of those words “ British 
authority” was totally unjustifiable, 
heeause Britain had no authority what- 
ever in the matter of the franchise, a 
purely internal affair. The High Com- 
missioner had himself admitted previously 
that the franchise was a purely internal 
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that , declared war on October 9th. 


question and his words on August 31st, 


show how completely he had forgotten 
the legal rights of the case. 


The First | 


Lord of the Treasury had said the Govern- , 


ment ought to conduct these negotia- | 


tions without any unnecessary menace, 
but their language has been the language 
of menace all the way through. The 


Highbury speech was a speech full of | 
menace, and that speech was made on the | 


26th of August, after the Boers had sent 
a despatch on the 19th of August agreeing 
to the five years franchise ; it was made at 
a time when a far more favourable offer 
than had ever been made before by the 
Boers was in the hands of the Government. 
Mr. Greene at Pretoria on the 30th August 
used that speech to frighten the Boers. 
This threatening language was accom- 
panied by the sending out of troops, 


which there was no justification for, 
having regard to the facts that 


the negotiations were confined to the 
franchise. My right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition was therefore 
entirely justified when he said that so 
long as the question under discussion was 
the question of the franchise there was 
no justification for threats of war nor for 
that most 
consists in ostentatious preparation for 
war. After September sth, and finally 
after September 22nd, the franchise 
question was dropped. The Government 
then said that they must put forward 
demands which might furnish a casus helli, 
and perceived also that they were getting 
within « measurable distance of war, 
while still imperfectly prepared for it. 
They said in the telegram of the 8th 
September that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment reserved their right to consider 
their position de novo and to formulate 


serious form of threat which | 


new proposals, obviously of a far-reaching 


kind; and they said that they would 


communicate their views in a further | 
despatch. It is worth remembering | 
that the fresh proposals which the 


(rovernment said they would .formu- 


late never went to the Boers before they 
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What was. 
being done in the interval? Her 
Majesty’s Government was preparing for 
‘war. [AN Hon. MEMBER: So were the 
3oers.| Certainly they were, and after 
the language of Mr. Conyngham Greene 
and of the Highbury speech could they 
do anything else but prepare ‘for war 4 
The trouble was that the Government 
prepared for war too late. They did not 
send out enough troops to put the 
colonies in a proper state of defence, 
because, I believe, they thought all along 
that the Boers would yield. The Govern- 
ment were persuaded that they had only 
to threaten sufficiently in order to make 
the Boers give way. The Under 
Secretary for War, in a speech which 
was listened to not only with pleasure 
but with admiration, and on which, if I 
had been in the House, I should have 
been glad to offer him my congratula- 
tions, has said that the Government were 
not able to send out troops sooner or to 
make larger preparations because they did 
not want to spoil their diplomacy. Then, 
if they did not want to spoil their 
diplomacy by their preparations, why 
did they not reduce their diplomacy to 
the level of their preparations? These 
two things ought to go hand in hand, but, 
so far from this being the case, it would 
appear as if the diplomacy had been war- 
like and the preparations peaceful. They 
steered the ship into the storm while the 
barometer was falling, and before the 
ship was made ready to meet it. They 
have so mismamaged the whole matter as 
to give our antagonists hoth a legal and 
a material advantage, a legal advantage, 
because we have never shown a casus 
belli, « material advantage, because we 
gave them the benetit of those precious 
first days and weeks of the campaign 
which have so greatly affected its whole 
subsequent — course. When people 
asked what was the reason for this 
war, the most common answer given was 
that we were fighting for equal rights, to 
put down an oppressive oligarchy. But we 
have no right to put it down. We have 
no rights against the Transvaal except 
what the Convention of L884 gave us. 
Oligarchy or not, that is a matter for its 
own laws; and we have no more legal 
justification for complaining of an 
oligarchy in the Transvaal than we have 
of a despotism in Russia. When I am 
told that the Transvaal is an oligarchy, 


| I would remind the House that it is an 
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oligarchy which rests on universal suffrage | 


—the universal suflrage of its own 


citizens, who are the people who took the | 


country and made the country, and are 
the permanent inhabitants of the country, 
as opposed to the Uitlanders who 
come and go--except the mines— 
the mines are not the whole of 
the country. I wish they had given the 
franchise ; but can we call that country 
an oligarchy in which its citizens, down 
to the age of thirteen, rally to its sup- 
port when it is attacked? If so all the 


democracies of the ancient world were | 


oligarchies. Others assign another cause, 
und say that we are trying to remove the 
grievances of the Uitlanders. But this, 
too, we cannot rightfully allege. We 
never made the grievances of the Uit- 
landers a cause for war, because we never 
formulated our demands for redress, and 


do not know but what redress would have | 


been granted had we persisted in those 
demands. These are not merely technical 
considerations. They have made all the 
difference to the attitude of the Orange 


Free State, and a great difference to the-| 


Cape Dutch. It is because we deserted 
legal right and have appeared as ag- 
gressors that we have the Free State 
against us, and have alienated the Cape 
Dutch. We have also incurred the cen- 
sure of foreign countries by the same 
disregard of legal rights. I do not speak 


merely of the foreign press, which has | 


often shown its jealousy and bitterness. 
I speak of enlightened and moderate 
opinion abroad which has often been with 
England. There are many people in 


foreign countries to-lay who are passing | 


a severe censure upon Great Dritain, and 
who never censured us before. I hada 
letter the other day from a distinguished 
German politician, and the editor of a 
powerful German paper, and he said, “1 
have always been the friend and defender 
of England, but now we find your conduct 
in this matter absolutely indefensible. 
And I think there has never been a time 


in which the general condemnation of the | 


country has been so widespread. We 


have considerable cause for disquiet when | 


we regard the possibly unfriendly action 
of several of the Continental Powers and 


couple that with the almost wniversal dis- | 


approbation of the peoples of Europe. I 
repeat, therefore, that it is a great error 
to appear before the world with a weak 
legal case. <A third cause for the war 
is assigned by those who 


Mr. Bryce, 
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weakness of the reasons already men- 
We are told that the Boers 
challenged British supremacy. Their 
armaments were not a challenge to 
| British supremacy, for, the First Lord of 
the Treasury has admitted that their 
armaments were justified by the raid. 
(No, no.”] Yes, for the First Lord has 
said that the raid prevented Ministers 
from complaining of those armaments, 
It might be said that their armaments 
were in excess of what would be 
needed to suppress a rising. That is 
perfectly true, but the next attack they 
expected was not one from their Uitlander 
subjects, but from this country, be- 
‘cause they believed that the men 
who had = made the raid had 
‘got the ear of the Government of 
‘this country. It is also said, by those 
who feel that some sort of humanitarian 
palliation for the war is needed, that the 
war was made for the sake of the natives, 
but those who know how the natives have 
been treated by the whites in every part 
‘of South Africa will feel that our 
hands are not clean, though — it 
is quite true that the Boers have 
treated the natives much worse than 
we have done. In this native question, 
considering what has been done to the 
natives in British territories, no just 
cause for war can be found. Then we 
have the argument of the conspiracy to 
drive us out of South Africa, but 
that is not the cause which brought 
‘about the war. It was an_after- 
thought to explain, to excuse the war. 
‘If there was the conspiracy, and if it 
was the cause of the war, why did the 
| (Sovernment not know of it? It has not 
| heen proved to exist, and indeed all the 
| probabilities are the other way. Now,does 
ithe House know what the probabilities 
‘are? Was this conspiracy hatched in the 
| Transvaal ? It is quite true they wanted 
|to expand, Why? In the north and 


| tioned. 


” | west it was for the sake of getting more 


\land. As their population increased it 
was necessary to have that expansion. 
They wanted it for the sake of their 
stock and for fresh pasturage. They did 
not want to expand towards the two 
colonies, because there the land was 
already all taken up. There exists much 
misapprehension, regarding the parties in 
;the Transvaal and their respective 
aspirations, The party which was 
ij led by’ President Kruger was a_ party 


feel the; which wanted independence for the Trans- 
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vaal if they could get it, and they wanted | 
expansion over unoccupied lands to the 
north, but had no plan for absorbing 
the British colonies. If that plan existed | 
—I helieve it was only the dream of a 
few—it was not the policy of President 
Kruger; it was the policy of his opponents. 
It was the Young Afrikander party, some | 
of whom no doubt had the idea that at ! 
some time or other there might be a/ 
Dutch Republic embracing Cape Colony. | 
But that was not Kruger’s policy at all ; it 
was opposed to his policy; it may have 
heen Joubert’s policy, it was not Kruger’s. | 
So far I have dealt with the Transvaal ; 
now let me come to the Free State. The 
Free State had lived in perfect peace with 
us. The Free State was a country in which | 
Englishmen and Dutchmen were on an, 
equal footing. For many years the | 
President of the Volksraad of the Free 
State was a Scotsman, and when the 
President of the Free State resigned his 
office in 1895, this Scotsman became a 
candidate with Mr. Steyn for the Presi- 
dency. I was told when I was there in 
November 1895, that the chances of the 
two were about equal, and that it was | 
extremely likely that the Scotsman, who | 
had been a British subject and British in | 
all his feelings, would become President. | 
That he did not do so was due to the raid, | 
which of course roused Dutch feeling. 
There was not the slightest reason to appre- 
hend any share on the part of the Free State 
in any Dutch conspiracy against Britain, 
or any sympathy with such conspiracy. 
Least of uJ] was there any reason for such 
apprehension with regard to the Cape 
Dutch. Surely their loyalty has been | 
sufficiently proved. Weall remember the 
despatch in which Sir Alfred Milner | 
spoke of them in 1897, and the exuberant | 
testimonies he bore to their loyalty. We | 
all remember the grant of £30,000 a year , 
for a contribution to the British Navy, 
and we all remember the eloquent words 
in which the First Lord of the Admiralty | 
expressed his sense and the sense of the | 
Government of the conduct of the Cape 
Dutch on that occasion. ‘There was a | 
Dutch majority in the Cape Parliament, 
and that Dutch majority passed this vote | 
wnanimously, 1 do not think we want | 
any better proof of Cape loyalty than | 
that. I should like to say one word with | 
regard to Mr. Hofmeyer. 
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Dutch people. What has Mr. Hofmeyer 
done 4 He was known to many of us 
fifteen years ago as the author of one of 
the schemes of Imperial Federation, the 
United Tariff scheme, under which all the 
British colonies and the mother country 
were to unite on a joint tariff, in which 
there was to be a preference given to each 
colony and the mother country as 
members one of another. Ido not think 
you want better proof than that of the 
loyalty of Mr Hofmeyer to the British 
Empire. Within the last few months he has 
done everything a man eould to prevent 
« Dutch insurrection at the Cape in aid of 
the two Republics. I might add that not- 
withstanding the terrible temptations and 
solicitations to which the Cape Dutch 
have been exposed during the last three 
or four months, when many of them have 
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brothers or sons-in-law or other near 
relatives in the hostile armies, very 
few have risen against us. If 


there had been this conspiracy surely 
it would have been shown by a mueh 
more general rising. With the con- 
spiracy, which I hope we may take to be 
disproved, there goes the theory that 
this war was inevitable. Wars have often 
been called inevitable which were in fact 
avoidable and have been avoided. How 
many times during the last forty years 
have we been told that a struggle was 
approaching with some European Power, 
but wise diplomacy has averted the danger? 
Nor can it be said that this conflict was 
inevitable when there were several points 
in the course of the negotiations ‘when a 
conciliatory dispatch, or a frank accept- 
ance of the large concessions which the 
Boers made, would have removed all 
danger of war. The only thing in- 
evitable about the matter was that such 
diplomacy as the Government followed 
was certain to lead to war, unless 
the Boers were prepared to yield every- 
thing. In that sense the war was inevit- 
able. Still, I do not believe that the 
Government intended war ; my opinion is 
that they went on thinking the Boers 
would yield. I believe that they went 


on, even in the month of September, with 


the idea that their preparations would 
have the effect of inducing the Boers to 
yield. Our complaint against them is that 
this was a dangerous game to play, 2 


If there was | game which should not have been played 


anybody in whom the Bond policy was | unless your preparations were in such a 


personified it was Mr. Hofmeyer. He | 
enjoyed an unexampled influence over the | 


state that you could take action imme- 
diately on the declaration of war. Now we 


R 2 Fuurth Duy, 
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wwe told that it is destiny which is answer- | alone, to look upon it simply as to what 
able for these catastrophes —-catastrophes the true interest of this country is, and 
which appear to many among us to be the | to show how gravely those interests have 
natural results of the total want of | suffered. We are very often told that. it 
knowledge and of foresight which the is a question between Imperialists on the 
Government displayed. Destiny is an’ one hand and what are called “ Little 
explanation which seems to he better Englanders” on the other. My com- 
fitted for the vizier of an Eastern poten- plaint against the Government is that 
tate than for the Minister of a civilised | they have struck a great and heavy blow 
country. The First Lord of the Treasury, at our Imperial interests. So far from 
if T understand him rightly, carries his | complaining from the point of view of the 
theory of destiny even further. man who does not value the connection 
| of this country with her colonies and the 

in A 2 MAE MONID . T have not call possession of our transmarine dominions, 
auything about destiny. I accuse the Government from the point 
; z of view of one who does value that connee- 
tion. Our hold upon our self-governing 
colonies has rested for these many years 
past upon friendship and attachment. 
It is because we have given them self- 
government, and because we have 
endeavoured to keep them cordially 
attached to ourselves, and to make them 
value the Imperial connection, thas we 
*Mr. BRYCE: Very well; that is! have been strong in their support. But I 
destiny. The right hon. Gentleman | fear that at present we have destroyed 
carries this theory still further. He says those feelings [Cries of dissent.] Hon. 
that not only was the war inevitable, but Gentlemen should let me finish my sen- 
the ignorance of the Goverument was tence- I fear that we have at present 
inevitable, and if the ignorance of the destroyed those feelings in the bulk of the 
Government was inevitable the want of population in South Africa. That is 
preparation was inevitable. I will carry a serious matter. It is a serious matter 
the chain of fate one step further. Not to alienate the majority of the popula- 
only was the war inevitable, not only was tion of a great colony which is impor- 
the ignorance of the Government inevit- tant not only from its wealth, its 
able, and not only was the unprepared- population, but also from its — stra- 
ness inevitable, but the indignation of the | tegic position. In most wars we 
country is inevitable, and a vote of} have at any rate this consolation, 
censure such as this is the ouly course | that although we may be hard pressed 
which can be followed when ‘such diplo- for the -moment, we can look forward 
macy has been pursued and such deplorable to and contemplate, after the war is 
results have followed. The right hon. | ended, a better state of things for which 
Gentleman and the Prime Minister find | sacrifices will have been made not in vain. 
fate and the British constitution sufficient But here, 1 am sorry to say, I see diffi- 
to explain all our misfortunes. As regards | culties at the end of this war quite as great 
the British constitution 1 will say just as the difficulties which surrounded us at 
one thing. There was a Roman maxim, the beginning. The clouds which hang 
worthy of Imperial Rome, and worthy to | about us now are dark enough, but the 
he remembered by Imperial England, | clouds which will hang about South 
that Empire is preserved by the same Africa when the war has come to an 
arts by which it has been acquired. If end will be quite as dark and quite 
the British constitution wasgood enough to as hard to dispel. But, Sir, we must 
enable us to build up the gigantic Empire go on. It is one of the curses of the 
over which the Queen reigns, surely it | position into which we have got that we 
is good enough to maintain that Empire. cannot stop. We must not only clear the 
[ have said nothing in these remarks about | two colonies of the hostile forces which 
the merality of this war, nor about its | now hold them, but we must also restore 
justice. I have not touched upon those | our military reputation and position ; we 
- topies because I desired to keep the dis- | must make our strength manifest to the 
cussion on the ground of British interest world, we must set our military strength 


Ar, Bryre. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I gathered certainly 
from the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
that his theory was that this war was 
inevitable, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 
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upon a proper footing, and we must also | the Dutch in South Africa, and of esta-. 
see to it, I think, that at the close of this | blishing our dominion there as well as 
war there is no state of things left out of | elsewhere upon the best and swest of 
which similar troubles can again arise. | foundations—the affection of our fellow 
On this subject there is little, if any, subjects. 

difference of opinion in this House, at any | 


rate among English and Scottish Members. Tut FIRST LORD or THE AD- 


I yield to no one either in admiration of | ,, é fi 
the spirit which has been shown all over | ae, (Mr. by eee se George ® 
the country, or in recognition of what has. . thi w= e" oe renga ‘d a 
been done by our colonies, and I venture | all = ebate to be able to draw from 
to think that in expressing that sense | * Age speeches that are made on the 
of the way in which the country has 7 mn a all that ee 
shown its patriotic constancy and energy © O8T 9 = sesialbooie ay ee oe 
at the present crisis I am expressing penne vf ~ ‘er ghee ry aie 
the feelings of all the Liberal Members Patty warlare into the debate. 1} do not 
in this House. The feeling which the wish to indulge in any recriminations, and 
as I listen to the speeches which are made 


country has expressed will be shown | al elena Aietes - enteral ies naman 
in this House by our unanimously voting — |: ee eee ti pense 
‘ ' which may possibly support us in our policy 


the supplies which the Government think . "¢ : 
feentity for the occasion. But when 22 South Africa. We are told that this 
in ies doinie fer x aebilenank a6 ‘Whe Amendment is unavoidable-—destiny, | 
Z sou 4 c 4 | = ° . . ‘ " 
end of the war we must show a change suppose, according to the right hon. — 
of spirit in our policy. In endeavouring Ido has — ner — —. 
to settle the affairs of South Africa in the soht hy " fleas , orn sie uncboe—osad ‘ a" 
future we must show more wisdom, more "8 yp reer ae : ns a 1 
judgment, more foresight than the ‘°S*™ oa ee eee 
Government has shown in the past. It cannot help saying as I heard the long 
is not merely our material strength; it historical, technical, and legal portion of 
Sah sels tee welkh aul the his arguments in trying to prove that this 
unrivalled magnitude of our Navy) CommEEy in this —. _— the wrong, 
that have given us our great position in [¢ stg 4 ts = We and “The ort penal 
the world and have extended our Empire, pape id pert . a ab We a c nt 
it has been the respect we have generally | conlescroat be di = 7 nena 
inspired for our sense of justice and for our | Present engagec in catrymng out that ts 
which he himself says is to be carried on to 


respect for the rights of other nations. I | z : 
do 5 say that pr Britain has not some- the end, and I wish to know whether he, 


times been wanting in that feeling, but I | ahd those who sit by him on that aoa 
venture to claim that on the whole her ‘hink that the country, if they read his 
foreign and colonial policy shows that she | speech, and if they believe in his argu- 
has not only a love of freedom, but also a | ments, will be more enthasiastic. in sup- 
respect for the rights of other communities. port cone rie ~— "7 = poi es — 
It is by showing that respect ‘and by the | not Chink it 1s caleulated to cool the 
wise principles of the policy we have | ardour of the people ge are told that 
followed towards our colonies that we have | this is an unjust: war ¢ The right hon. 
attained our present strength and great- Gentleman said he had not declared this 
oii Lattesty ‘idinae cand phe ved. | © be an unjust war. When I come to a 
[“No ”) Tamafraid they baie Causateaia further portion of the observations which 
that latterly we have begun to indulge in a | I have to make I shall have to point out 


haughty, changed spirit, and -in a spirit | that he did contend it is an unjust war. 


: siiiaasaditiadiiias ene But the people know that it is not an un- 
which has sometimes not been regardful of just war. [Cries of “Oh, oh!”] The 


the rights of other States, and of late 
years we have sometimes given cause 
to other countries to question our | 
regard for international rights and the | 
purity of our motives. I believe that | 
ina return to those better traditions by | 
which the British Empire has been won | ; : 

lies the best hope of recovering, so far as| Mr. BRYCE: I never used the word 
we can, the trust and the confidence of | “unjust” either one way or the other. 


. Fourth Dey. 


country knows it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man tqwards the end of his speech felt it 
his bounden duty to say he had not said 
it was amunjust war. How many hon. 
Members opposite say that it is # 
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Mr. . GOSCHEN: The right hon. 
Gentleman forgets; he used the word 
“unjust.” He said it was an immoral and 
unjust war. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said L should not enter 
inco the question of morality or of justice, 
hecause 1 was arguing the question on the 
basis of British interests. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Unfortunately he had 
entered on the question of the justice and 
morality of the war. But if he wishes to 
have an answer to that portion of his speech 
there are some right hon Gentlemen 
very close to him, and there are other 
hon, and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
who have said that this was an inevitable 
war, and I refer him to them for a reply 
to.some of the arguments which he used. 
Well, he has utilised this Amendment for 
the purpose of proving that the country 
is in the wrong, an etfort which | thought 
it was not worth his while to make. 
Other right hon. Gentlemen have given us 
different explanations of the reasous for 
the moving of this Amendment. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean said that it was moved 
in order to bring home to the Govern- 
ment their responsibilities. The hon. 
3Zaronet the Member for the Berwick 
Division of Northumberland, in the 
extremely able speech he made last night, 
said the Amendment was moved with three 
objects, and they were to criticise some of 
the speeches that had been made, to 
entnciate opinions upon the matter, and 
to give the Government an opportunity 
of redeeming their reputation. The other 
night it seemed clear that some right hon. 
and hon, Gentlemen opposite were going 
to utilise this debate in order to do some 
thing which they believe it is their duty 
tu do, and that is to hold us up to obloquy 
and opprobrium, while others wish through 
it to chastise us for our imprudence. | 
think it is seldom that a vote of censure 
has been justified on such extraordinary 
grounds. -I welcome the spéech of the 
hon. Gentlemen the 
3erwick Division of Northumberland, 
not because of the criticisms, which we 
thought unfair, he made upon individual 
members of the Government, but because 
1 value the declaration of policy which 

he made, and which exactly expresses the 
views of Her Majesty’s Government. 
In the first. instance he stated that 


the primary object of what had happened question as to who is to blame. 
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was not the planting of the British flag 
at Pretoria ; that was not the original 
conception before the war began, Int 
since the war began he has declared in 
the strongest manner two principles which 
he upholds. One principle is the prin- 
ciple that there shall never again be an 
arsenal which shall be able to threaten 
that which must be the superior Power in 
South Africa, and on the other hand he 
has said there must be perfect equality 
between all white men. In those objects 
I entirely concur and to those objects we 
shall devote every energy in our power, 
and we shall look to the country to 
continue to support us until those objects 
are gained. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean said 
he wished to bring home to the Govern- 
ment their responsibilities. In reference 
to the responsibility of the Cabinet, | 
think I might leave the matter where it 
was left in that admirable speech of the 
Under Secretary for War, which ex- 
hausted the whole subject so completely 
and so ably that we would be perfectly 
ready to take a division and to look upon 
the speech as a vindication of our posi- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman says he 
wishes to know where the responsibility 
lies. The responsibility lies with the 
Cabinet. I do not understand why he 
questions it. The right hon. Gentleman 


seemed to suggest that Members of the 


Government had tried to shelter them- 
selves behind their military advisers. In 
no sense have they done that. 
case do-we wish to do it. How does 
it happen that it is sometimes — said 
that we shelter ourselves behind our 
military advisers? Because hon. Members 
press us over and over again to tell them 
what the advice has been and who the 
generals are, and if we tell thenr the 
authorities on whom we rest they say 
we are sheltering ourselves behind them. 
I think a little common sense can deal 
with the question of responsibility. ‘The 
Cabinet, of course, is responsible. — | 
have seen a good deal of administration 
in the course of my political life, and | 
warn the House, when the time comes 
that the War Office and our offices have 
to be overhauted, not to lose themselves 
in the quagmire of organisation and _ re- 
sponsibility. It is not by fixing the 
responsibility on paper that you will ever 
be able t6 devise a satisfactory solution. 
There -has been too much said on this 
If the 


In no ? 
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Ministers do wrong you must cashier us. 
We take the responsibility. 
admit that any individual Ministers 
should be singled out for opprobrium. 


We have seen with deep regret the effort , 


which has been made to blame first one 
Minister and then another. We stand 
together. It is becayse they are not able 
to stand together themselves on the 


opposite side of the House that they are , 


not able to understand our strong 
solidarity. So long as the British Consti- 
tution is what it is it is necessary that 
the Cabinet should be treated as a whole. 
If individual Ministers cannot agree upon 
aparticular point ; if they find that in- 
sufficient means are given to them by 
their departments, there is one course 
for them to pursue—they may resign. 
If they do not resign they share 
the responsibility of the Cabinet. On 
the other hand, if any member of the 
Cabinet were to refuse to give the neces- 
sary sinews of war, if he thought that it 
Was so strong a case that he ought not to 
support it, he would resign. So long as 
resignations do not take place, so long the 
Cabinet must be considered as one whole. 
If mistakes have been made it is the 
Cabinet who have made them. We have 
sought the best advice we could amongst 
ou military advisers. If we have not 
heen able to find the right men it is not 
the men who are blamable, but it is the 
Cabinet who are to be blamed for choos- 
ing the wrong men, and the Cabinet is re- 
sponsible, 1 do not think the right hon. 
baronet would wish me to push this doc- 
trine further than [ have done.’ I pass 
now to the charges which have been 
brought against the Government. The 
first broad charge has been elaborated, to 
a great. extént, by the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman, and it is that this is 
an unnecessary war, In order to proyv e 
the charge the right hon. Gentleman went 
hack to 1896; he reviewed and made 
quotations from a number of Blue-books 
and went over the whole history leading 
up to the war. Like the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Berwick Division, I- 
decline to follow him? I ‘believe the 
House does not desire me to recapitulate 
the whole of the arguments as regards 
diplomacy. We are now in the midst of 


war. To the charges which apgly to the 
conduct’ of the war it is our duty to reply 
fully. My hon. friend the Under Secre- 
tary [for War did-his best to meet ‘the’ 
charges which in that respect are brought 
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against us. I do not think the House 
wish for an elaborate debate on 
the causes which led up to the 
war, but I may here state some 
broad propositions in xeply to the 
right hon. Gentleman. He said we had 
no right to insist upon the franchise. 
The demand for the admission of our 
fellow-subjects in the Transvaal to the 
franchise was made, not because we 
claimed that a particular franchise should 
be given them, but because we wanted a 
franchise which would be effective and 
which would enable the Uitlanders to 
have such a measure of power as would 
remove the grievances which undonbtedly 
existed. The franchise was the means to 
an end ; it was the means for our fellow- 
subjects in the Transvaal to escape from 
the intolerable position in which they 
found themselves. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman minimised the grievances under 
which they sutfere!. He spoke of the 
greater output of gold and of their making 
£26 a month in wages. At the same 
time, on the evidence of those who were 
there and of the general feeling of the 
Uitlanders, they were in an intolerable 
position of inferiority. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 


fighting for the Boers now. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I think I ought to 
receive courtesy from the hon. Member 
opposite. I say their position was in- 
tolerable, and that intolerable position of 
the Uitlanders operated upon the 
position of the whole of _ the 
British — pr ypulation in South Africa ; 
they came to be regi arded as an inferior 
race. That was the position in which they 
ae themselves in what the right hon. 
Gentleman called an out-of-the-way corner 
of the Empire. There must be no out-of- 
the-way corners in the Empire where 
British subjects are concerned. We have 
other colonies, amd if we were to act upon 
such a principle as that, that where there 
was an out-of-the-way colony, and where 
our interests are not so concerned, we 
should abandon out fellow-subjects, then 
our colonial Empire would soon be gone. 
fAN Hon. Memper: The Transvaal is not 
a colony.| I must ask hon. Members to 
contain their indignation until I have 
done and not interrupt me. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Try to talk sense. (Cries of 
* Withdraw. ” | 


They are 
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Member to withdraw that expression. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In 
deference to your request, Sir, I will 
withdraw the expression ; I will not ask 
him tu speak sense. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : This is a very serious 
debate and a very anxious time, and I 
am wishing to establish on the broadest 
possible plan some of the points which 
ought to be stated shortly in reply to the 
right hon. gentleman. I do not pursue 
the point, because I believe the conscience 
of the country is perfectly clear as to the 
justice and the inevitable character of 
this war, and I should be sorry for the 
Government who in these democratic 
days endeavoured to make a war of this 
kind without carrying the country with 
them. It cannot be supposed that the 
enthusiasm we have witnessed, that the 
co-operation of all classes which has been 
so striking in every direction, would ever 
have been shown by the common sense 
of the country if they held the views 
which are held by the learned professor 
who preceded me in this debate. The 
right hon. Gentleman and other speakers, 
who have passed over the question of the 
justice or injustice of the war, dealt with 
the question of the way in which the 
negotiations were conducted. The right 
hon. Gentlemen admitted that as far back 
as the year 1899 the language of the 
Government was pacifical, but he spoke 
throughout as if he thought we had 
been conducting the whole of these 
negotiations with menaces. [AN Hon. 
Member: And Highbury.] 1 think that 
the country generally feels that there 
was patience, and long-enduring patience. 
Not only were there the grievances of the 
Uitlanders, but attempts had heen made to 
break the Conventions in many details, 
persistently, for many years. I am not 
sure that we are not more oven to the 
reproach, which some hon. Members bring 
against us, that we did not show sufficient 
firmness earlier, than to the charge that 
we had been too menacing or too aggres- 
sive. Now, let me deal with the charge 
which is made against us, that we did not 
sufficiently time the sending of the rein- 
forcements which were sent to the Cape 
and the despatch of the Army Corps 
with our negotiations. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 


{COMMONS} 
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the coils of our negotiations. If it werea 
| fault that during our negotiations we did 
| not send sufficient troops to South Africa, 
| surely the answer to that charge must he 
| that we believed the negotiations, which 
‘we hoped would end in peace, would be 
| damaged if they were accompanied by the 
‘despatch of troops to the colonies. Ev 
post facto it may be said we ought to have 
‘sent them earlier, and that the informa- 
tion at our disposal was such that regi- 
| ment after regiment ought to have been 
‘despatched to the Cape at an earlier 
| period. But I think there was scarcely a 
military authority at the time who 
, wished to accompany these negotiations 
| with a military display. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean said it was the common custom 
‘now for armies to be massed on the 
frontier during the process of negotia- 
itions. If we had taken that step, war 
i would have been precipitated, and we 
should not have been in one whit better 
| position than we are now. So soon as it 
became apparent that there might be a 
‘risk of war, we took steps to strengthen 
the garrisons in Natal and elsewhere, and 
,on that a great discussion has taken 


place. Iam one of those who admit that 
the information of our Intelligence 
| Department was perfectly sufficient. 


They put the forces of the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State at about 60,000 
men, and it is contended now that when 
we sent 25,000 men to occupy a defensive 
position, that force was not enough. 
That isa military question. It is proved, 
et post facto, that they were not 
enough; but I confess, to my own 
‘guilt, if the House wishes to in- 
‘sist upon individual guilt, that I 
could not believe at the time that if we 
had 15,000 men on the defensive in Natal 
they would not be able for a month to 
hold themselves in perfect security against 
the force whizh the Boers could put in 
‘the field against them. It was possibly 
'a wrong opinion, but that depends, too, 
‘upon military operations —it depends 
/upon the Ladysmith entanglement, as it 
| was called—-and it is not at all proved 
‘that the 25,000 men which we had at 
that time in Natal were not ample for the 
‘purpose for which they were intended. 
| We have been asked over and over again, 
' and I think the right hon. Gentleman op- 
| posite also asked, although the question 
has been answered by the Under Secre- 


Forest of Dean said we were entangled in | tary for War, about the advice which was 
| 68) 
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given as regards Ladysmith and the occu- | is this—that we have failed to realise 
pation of Glencoe. We did not interfere | tie position in which we stand. I think 
with the military authorities on the spot | that is a strange charge to bring against a 
on that subject. There, again, I admit, | Government engaged in the tremendous 
if we ought from here to have arranged | task which we have before us at the 
the plan of campaign for Natal and for | present moment. Can the House not 
the Cape, you must blame us for not | realise that every disaster, every reverse, 
having done so; but I should | and every mishap has brought a deeper 
be very sorry to see the Cabinet’ realisation to the Government of the 
undertaking the responsibility of con- | responsibility of the burden which they 
ducting strategical operations in South | are bearing? Many members of the 
Africa, . at a distance of 7,000 miles, when | Government have additional cause for 
you bad on the spot men who had studied | ; anxiety in the news which arrives from 
the topography of the country, and/day to day. Then we are told we 
advisers on the spot in other directions|do not realise the situation. We 
who were able to solve such questions. | should scarcely be human if we did 
I hope that it will not be considered that, not realise the burden placed upon us, 
if disasters happen, that policy ought to | and the responsibility which, however 
he reversed, and that the Cabinet in this | imperfectly, we are bearing. We realise 
country should undertake the manage- | the situation. Not only «lo we look at 
ment of a campaign abroad. Fancy | that situation from the point of view of 
giving orders by telegraph to generals | South Africa, but we have to survey the 
7,000 miles off ordering them to do this | whole situation of the country at home 
or that, and, without even the possibility | and in every direction. But I can assure 
of a despatch explaining the situation, | the House that there has heen no slack- 
ordering them by telegraph to occupy | ness in that matter. On that point the 
such and such a position or to evacuate | Admiralty, of course, have their duties 
another position. If we had done that, | and responsibilities, and I can assure the 
I do not know whether we should have | House that since the outbreak of war 
shown want of foresight, but we should | there has been an unbroken spell of 
have shown want of judgment, to which weary, wearing tension and stress. We 
the Government do not plead guilty. I | know the position in which we are. We 
plead guilty to the fact that we did not | | know the number of transports which are 
send more than 25,000 men. But, then, | crossing the seas; we know our strong 
there came the declaration of war, and | points and our vulnerable points. Some 
then, and not before, it was arranged that | organs of public opinion say the Govern- 
an army corps should be sent out. ment have done nothing and are doing 
| nothing to strengthen the defences of the 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | country. How do they know? They 
shire, Eifion): It was before that. The|cannot know. For my part, so far as 
Under Secretary for War said it was on | our own work at the Admiralty is con- 
the 29th September. cerned, I do not intend to do that which, 
to use a vulgar idiom, has been recom- 
Mr. GOSCHEN: It is a question of | mended by some people—to “make a 
dates. At all events, it was decided to! splash.” I think it wiser to do what 
send out an army corps, and from that;we have to do quietly, conscious 
time, as will appear by the statement of | of our responsibilities, looking in every 
the Under Secretary for War, every | direction, and weighing the pros and cons. 
demand that was made on the spot was/I can assure the House that in_ these 
immediately fulfilled in the way of send- | anxious times there is no decision I take, 
ing out further troops. Division after | either administrative or executive, when 
division was sent, and the wishes of our|I do not bear in mind the position in 
generals on the spot were even antici- | which we are standing. It would be 
pated, There has been no _slackness, | criminal not to do so, and it would be un- 
there has been no holding back whatever | wise to on every occasion trumpet forth 
on the part of the Government. What | our strength. For my own part, so 
was asked for was given, and, on many | strongly have I felt the impropriety at a 
occasions, was given in anticipation of | time like this of doing so, that I refrained 
what would be asked for. One of the| during the whole of the recess from 
charges brought against the Government | making any speech, except a few words 
, Fourth Day. 
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to the Volunteers in my own constituency, 
because [ was anxious not to reveal in 
public either the duties, strength, or pre- 
paration, or any portion of that which 
appertains to the Navy. Being on the 
subject of the Navy, I may perhaps in 
this House be allowed to pay a tribute to 
the assistance which happily the Navy 
has been able to give to the Army. In 
these times we have been able to provide 
them to a certain extent with those 
heavy guns which have arrived so 
o.ten, several times in the nick of time, 
and which have been handied by blue- 
jeckets in the style in which bluejackets 
uve able to manage their guns. I em glad 
to be able to say that, if we have been ina 
position to supply a good many guns, we 
have done so without in any degree 
iepleting our reserves or weakening the 
total stock of our Navy. I have seen 
comments in both directions —- that 
we ought to have done more, and that 
we ought to have done less. We cannot 
denude our ships of guns. We cannot 
make those ships inefficient even for a 
time; and, though there has been an 
immense desire on the part of gallant 
hluejackets and marines tc be sent in 
greater numbers to the front, I have to 
consider that we must have a sufticient 
number of sailors and marines at home 
for any mobilisation, if at any time 
mobilisation should be determined upon. 
i have seen such suggestions as this— 
“Why is not a big squadron sent to the 
Cape?” Send a squadron to the Cape, 
where there are 
to foreigners except a few sloops! 
We are asked to send a_ squadron 
to a place where it would have no 
ruison d'etre and remove it from a place 
where it has one. We know the country 
has been denuded of soldiers and militia. 
We know that our duties point to the ne- 
cessity of double watchfulness and double 
vigilance in every respect. I hope the 
public will rest assured that there is no 
apathy at the Admiralty with regard to 
the present position. It is asked, “Do 
you realise the situation!” Yes, we 
realise the situation for good and for bad. 
We know the strain which has been put 
upon us. We know how the country has 
been drained of troops. We know that 
this is a position in which there might be 
some temptation to others to take advan- 
tage of our weakness. We know that, 
happily, our relations with the Govern- 
ments of foreign countries are friendly, 
Mr. Goschen, 


(COMMONS! 


no ships belonging , 
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and we have nothing to complain of as to 
the way in which they have treated us. 
The right hon. Member for South Aberdeen 
speaks of the enmity of foreign countries, 


Mr. BRYCE: I did not say “enmity.” 
| did not use the word. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : 


what I mean. 


The Honse knows 


Mr. 


[ said. 


BRYCE: “ Disapproval ” is what 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I took the right hon. 
Gentleman as saying something stronger. 
At all events it is suggested that foreign 
countries are hostile. 

Mr. BRYCE: Not by me. 

Mr. GOSCHEN: No; but I am afraid 
his speech to-day will confirm them in 
that “disapproval,” because he has heen 
good enough to give a brief to every 
foreigner to expose the injustice and 
immorality of the war. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said what I think the 
truth, and I have said much less than | 
would otherwise have said about the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : [ am grateful to the 
right hon. Gentleman for the suppression 
of those other “truths.” I think he has 
said quite enough if he calls it the truth 
to supply a brief in times like these to 
every foreign stateman—-no, | will not say 
statesmen, because they understand our 
position far better, but to give a brief to 
the press of every enemy of England. 
When the right hon, Gentleman speaks of 
foreign opinion disapproving of our 
attitude, I should like to know whether, 
if any one of the great foreign Powers 
had heen in our position in the Transvaal 

Germany, for examplé—-there would 
have been more patience or fewer 
menaces ! I think within their hearts 
many of the statesmen of Europe must 
know that our position in the Transvaal 
has not been compromised in any degree by 
any menaces or undue action on our part. 
The interruption has diverted me from 
my point. But I was speaking of the 
general position, and showing that we 
realised the fact that there were dangers, 
and that the position is serious and grave, 
and that we are conscious of that gravity, 
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Then it is said the Government have done 
nothing and are doing nothing. How 
can anyone have the face to make that 
statement, having regard to all 
the troops we have sent out, and the 
fact that my hon. friend in this 
House and Lord Lansdowne in another 
place have distinctly announced that the 
(jovernment are elaborating plans which 
will, in a few days, be brought before the 
House, and which, we believe, will place 
the country in a necessary state of 
defence? We are working at those 
plans, and, with the Navy as it is and 
those preparations which will be made, 
the country need entertain no feelings of 
insecurity at all, Let us avoid panic. 
Opposition cheers.| I suppose I must 
interpret those cheers to mean that I have 
exposed the gravity of the situation. 
There is no panic in my words, and the 
words I have used will not inspire panic. 
While the Navy is in its present position, 
al while the country is showing its 
resources, While our colonies are pouwiing 
troops into South Africa, and while the 
wtive princes of India are showing their 
loyalty, while in all directions the forces 
of the Empire are arraying themselves to 
wnfront a common danger, it would be 
lly to speak of panic. But what I was 
uixious to show was that we were aware 
of the situation in which we stand. We 
ae not blind to the faets, and I con- 
idently hope that nothing I have said 
will lend itself to the interpretation 
which I think some hon. Members 
would put upon it. If T had not said so, 
it would have been said [ was endeavour- 
ing to gloss over the present situation and 
did not realise its gravity. I believe the 
‘ituation is grave when you send 180,000 
tops 7,000 miles across the sea. 1 realise 
that we have sent those men away, and 
that those soldiers are good soldiers. The 
ton, Member for West Belfast complained 
that [have spoken with admiration of the 
“boys” we have sent to the Transvaal. 

Our detinition of “boy” is not a certain 

definition. Our troops .are young, they 

are still young. If.a year ago we had 

thought’ of sending 160,000 men 7,000 

wiles, we should have been told that we 

should not be able to find them, or, if we 

lil, that we were sending squeezed-out 

mons, or boys unfit to be put into the 

tell. At all events, we know the men 


wehave sent are worthy to be in the 
eld, and worthy the best traditions of | 
We know we are putting | 


the Army. 
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150,000 or 160,000 good sound soldiers in 
the field, well able to go through the 
sampaign. With the Reservists, again, 
do you not realise the great success we 
have had, a suecess never anticipated by 
the War Office critics? Then, before I 
sit down, I must say a word in reference 
to the colonists. The colonists have been 
supporting us with unstinted loyalty, with 
unstinted generosity. There has been 
shown in the colonies a spirit of affection 
to the mother country which has been the 
admiration of the world. May we not 
suggest that the great loyalty of the 
colonists is, to some extent, a response, : 
return for the consideration shown to the 
colonies for some time past? Is it not 
right to remember at this time that never 
before has there been till now a Secretary 
of State at the Colonial Office who has so 
endeavoured to win the affections of 
colonists ? You tax us with not having 
shown judgment and foresight, but at all 
eveits the treatment of our colonies at 
large has encouraged that loyalty which 
has always existed, and the patriotic 
impulse of the colonists to come to the 
assistance of the mother country. I have 
dealt with the charges brought against 
the Government ; I do not know to what 
extent I have succeeded in my endeavours, 
but I feel I ought to add to what has 
been said by the Under Seeretary for 
War that of course we are every one of 
us aware how much we have learned for 
guidance in the future from what has 
heen done. We are perfectly sensible 
we may have made mistakes, possibly 


grave mistakes, which it will be our 
endeavour to avoid in the future. Some 


of them depend upon principles which I 
shonld not wish us to abandon, For 
instance, there is the principle of not 
interfering with the military authorities. 
We are perfectly conscious that we have 
a great work to do, and we will do it. 
Hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
support an Amendment the object of 
which is to damage us. It may be the 
object bf some to give us the chance of 
redeeming our reputation, but the object 
of hon. and right hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, I presume, is to damage the Govern- 
ment. Weare the instrument, for the 
moment, the imperfect instrument, of the 
national will. We have to carry through 
this work. [I do not know that hon. 


_ Members opposite wish to displace us. I 


do not know whether they are envious 
for the burden that rests upon our 
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shoulders. I do not know if they are 
prepared to take up that burden ; but 


{COMMONS} 


‘and hope it will be repeated. I believe 


if they are not prepared to take up that , 


burden, is it wise and patriotic to 
endeavour to shake the confidence of the 
country by every means in their power, 
and to put difficulties in our way while 
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this is but a break—an interlude between 
that more patriotic attitude which they 
assumed a few weeks ago and _ that 
patriotic attitude to which we look for- 
ward in the future. They assure the 


country they will support us in going for- 


we are engaged in conducting operations 


of war and have called together all the 
forees of the Empire for the purpose of 
carrying those operations to a successful 
conclusion 7 Is it possible to believe that 


for the purpose of damaging the Govern- ; 


ment at a time like this, they summon 
all their supporters from all parts of the 
kingdom to meet us in the lobbies in order 
to weaken us? Suppose there should be 
what is called a bad division for the 
Government, the cheers with which that 
bad division would be acclaimed would be 
cheers at success in an endeavour to 
damage the Government. It would be 
your triumph to have a larger vote than 
you expected in support of your accusa- 
tion of want of judgment and foresight. 
If you could persuade the country as you 
seem to have persuaded yourselves you 
would have to step into our places. The 
time may come for this, and if so, when 
this war is successfully concluded—and 
successful it must be—let us be swept 
away, but do not try to lame the arm 
of an Executive Government which has 
to carry through the work we have on 
hand. There is the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Berwick Division, and 
his friends, who by speeches in the 
House and on platforms have contri- 
buted so much to strengthen our position 
in the conduct of the war—-are 
they content to go into the lobby 
where any vote will be counted as 
weakening us? [‘No.”] Someone said 
“No.” Every vote will contribute to 
support the impression that we ought to 
be turned out of office. That is what 
such a division ought to mean ; that is 
the only constitutional justification for it. 
I can quite understand some of the 
speeches which have been made. I fully 
appreciate the patriotic speeches of 
the hon. Members for the Berwick 
Division, South Shields, and 
mouth, and others, but JI cannot 
understand, holding the views they do, 
‘ why they should desire to weaken the 
Executive Government. During the 
recess there was a great deal of patriotic 
co-operation with us on the part of the 


Ply- | 


‘ 


ward with this war notwithstanding the 
Amendment they have moved. What is 
infinitely more important than any criti- 
cism which may be directed against the 
blunders of the Government is the work 
we have to do, and I say again that work 
shall be done. We have the country 
with us. We are trustees for the nation 
in this matter, and from all parts of the 
Empire we are receiving support ; and, so 
long as we receive that support, God 
willing, we will fulfil our trust. 


*Sik EDWARD CLARKE (Plymouth): 
I do not desire to offer to the House a 
controversial speech upon the motion 
which is now before us, but there are 
some things that i should very much like 
to say if the House will give me its 
patience. They are not at all from a party 
view, but from my strong feelings in 
regard to the position in which the 
country at this moment stands. I do not 
agree with the complaint that has been 
made from the Treasury bench of the 
debate which is now going on. 1 do not 
at all believe that the country is taking 
no interest in this debate. On the con- 
trary, I think the strongest interest is 


being taken in it from the many aspects . 


of the question which are being dealt 
with, and I think from day to day the 
interest that has been felt has been well 
rewarded. I never knew of a vote of 
censure moved as an Amendment to the 
Address that was not complained of by 
the Government. If the Ministers are 
sure of a majority they say the debate is 
a waste of time ; if they think they may 
he defeated they say the motion -is 
factious. I am quite sure that the 
time which this debate has already taken 
has not been wasted. I will not speak of 
other speeches, but the speeches that 
were made yesterday by the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for, the Forest of 


Dean, by my hon. friend the Member for 


Belfast, and by the Under Secretary. of 
State for War, were speeches of great 
value to the country and which the country 
is studying to-day with interest. In 
regard to those speeches they may not be 


Liberal party, and we thank them for it: of so much value taken separately, but 


Mr. Goschen. 
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sent time, and require to be studied 
together in order that the people may be 
instructed as to what is the present posi- 
tion. 
debate is being wasted, and I make the 
strongest protest against the attack 
which the right hon. Gentleman has just 
made upon the right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen, whom he has denounced 
as being a friend of the enemies of this 
country, because he has spoken what he 
believes to be the truth with regard to 
the conduct of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. That is not a charge which a 
Minister has a right to make, and I do 
enter my strongest protest against it. I 
should like to say that while [ think this 
debate was inevitable, and is, on the 
whole, doing good, I am very anxious 
that, if possible, there should be no divi- 
sion when this question comes to be put, 
and [ think the words which the right 
hon. Gentleman has just addressed to the 
other ‘side may well be considered by 
them when they are determining whether 
they will have a division upon this ques- 
tion. I for one will gladly vote for the 
Government, because now while the 
war is raging, when it is impossible 


for us to stop the war without doing | 


more mischief to our Empire, and pro- 
(ducing more misery in the world, we 
must carry the war to its ultimate con- 
clusion, that is the successful issue of our 
ums and the establishment of a satisfac- 


tory state of things in South Africa. | 
will gladly vote with the Government, 


and | do wish that when we come to the 
end of this debate there will be no re- 
corded division, which, though it will he 
perfectly understood in this country after 
the debate, will undoubtedly be mis- 


widerstood ands misconstrued abroad. 
An argument has been put forward 


against which we have a right to protest, 
wd that is the suggestion that the 
Government cannot be fairly held respon- 
sible for those defects which are charged 
against them with regard to the prepara- 
tions of armaments, beeause they would 
not have been able to get from the 
House of Commons the supplies which 
they thought were needed. Now, this is 
the last Government by whom such 
& complaint should be made. 
this Parliament began the Government 
has had an almost unparalleled authority 
inthis Llouse. It has had the support of 


{2 February 1900} 


the group of them illustrated the mili- | 
tary position of the country at the pre- | 


Therefore I do not agree that this , 


Since ; 
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a very large majority, and there have been 
domestic circumstances on the other side 
which have crippled for a time thestrength 
of the Opposition. Indeed, Ministers. 
have actually gone about lamenting that 
they have not had a sufficiently strong 
Opposition for the regular and com- 
fortable conduct of Parliamentary affairs. 
While they have had an overwhelming 
authority in this House and only a 
divided Opposition, there is such a com- 
pleteness of party spirit and party dis- 
cipline throughout the country that if an 
old supporter of the Government differs 
conscientiously from the policy of the 
day, he is punished by exclusion from 
Parliamentary life. © [HoN. MEMBERs : 
Oh, oh!] Oh, yes; and I am_ pre- 
pared to pay the penalty for having 
expressed opinions unpalatable to those 
who have supported me. I do not 
think it is fair to suggest that it is any 
excuse for a Government, in such a 
position and with such a majority, that it 
cannot be held responsible tor the defects 
charged against them with regard to the 
preparation of our armaments, because it 
would not have been able to get the 
support and the supplies from the House 
of Commons which they thought were 
needed. [Hon. MeMBERS: No, no!| 
It has been suggested over and over again. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T never said 
that. 

*Sir EDWARD CLARKE: | am 
very happy to be assured that the 


right hon. Gentleman did not say so ; 
but it is perfectly well known that it has 
been alleged. Let me pause for a moment 
to say a word regarding the negotiations. 
The Ministry speak very strongly against 
those who now diseuss the conduct of the 
negotiations, arid the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Admiralty has 
said that the country has made up its 
mind on this matter. But, Sir, I think, 
if the Government do not wfsh these 
negotiations to be discussed, they had 
better leave off publishing Blue-books, 
because the Blue-books published during 
the present week contain a most: remark- 
able iilustration of the course the Govern- 
ment took on a most critical occasion. 
The position of this question is greatly 
changed from that which it had when we 
were discussing it in October last. ‘Then 
we were not aware of What we now know, 
that the Government had complete and 
Fourth Day. 
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accurate information in regard to the’ 


strength of the armaments and the 
number of the Boer forces. When, in 
the light of these Blue-books, we consider 


the situation as it existed in the middle | 


of September, the course which was taken 
in sending the despatch of September 8th 


becomes more and more amazing. On 
the 6th September a telegram was _ re- 


ceived by the Colonial Secretary from the 
Governor of Natal. We are told now 
that until September 27th nobody 
thought, and nobody was 
think, that the Orange Free State would 
join ‘the Transvaal. Yet on the 6th 
September this telegram was read by the 
Colonial Secretary, who received it from 
Sir Walter Hely-Hutchinson— 


“My Ministers know that every preparation 
‘has been made, both in the Transvaal and in 
the Urange Free State, which would enable 
an attack to he made on Natal at short 
notice. My Ministers believe that the Boers 
have made up their minds that war will take 
place almost certainly, and that their best 
chance will be” 


—then comes the remarkable phrase 


‘* when it seems unavoidable, to deliver a blow 
before reinforcements have time to arrive.” 


That telegram cam? on 6th September. 
But there is something more than that. 
Sir Alfred Milner had a few days before 
that spoken of “the colossal armaments 
of the Transvaal, and yet it was on the 
Sth September that the despatch was 
written which was said to be an accept- 
ance of nine-tenths of the proposals of the 
Transvaal Government. And when I 
read the passage from that despatch that 


‘COMMONS} 


entitled to | 


Her Majesty’s Government werecompelled | 


to regard the proposal of the Transvaal 
Republic as unacceptable in the form in 
which it had been presented, I asked the 
Colonial Secretary “Is it a matter of 
form ?” and the Colonial Secretary in the 
face of this House said “ Yes.” That was 
on &th September. 


THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 
I cannot | 


Birmingham, W.): No, Sir, 
helieve that I could have said that, 


although it appears to have been only a’ 


hasty interjection. 
«lifference was not merely a difference of 
form. What I think I said was that nine- 
tenths of the Transvaal Government's pro- 
posals would be acceptable, but that the 
Sir Edward Clarke. 


Most certainly the | 
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one-tenth that remained was something 
more than a matter of form. 


*Srk EDWARD CLARKE: I do not 
wish to dwell on the point ; but I believe 
the exact words are to be found in an. 
sard.* At any rate we know that on the 
8th September both the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State were arming, and 
that that warning came to the Govern- 
ment with full imformation as to the 
number of the Boer forces and the state 
of their armaments and ammunition. | 
will not, however, dwell on that point, 
but pass to another ; and that is whether 
we do realise now the necessity of not 
only making a great effort to succeed 
in this war, but of making that 
success as speedily as possible, 
Time of enormous importance, 
Ministers are no doubt bound to be reti- 
cent, butit is permissible for a private Mem- 
ber to think and to say, when the country 
is drained of troops, that there are dangers 
ahead, week hy week, arising ont of the 
multiplicity of the difficulties between 
this country and foreign states, which 
make it of supreme importance that every 
effort should be immediately made to put 
this country in a state of defence. There 
has been a splendid exhibition of loyalty, 
courage, and devotion on the part of the 
country ; but national defence cannot be 
maintained by voluntary subseription. — I 


1s 


9 | - . . 
/ would hope that within a very short time 


there will he some very strong movement 
to organise in this country a force which 
may be useful to us, if unhappily we are 
called upon to meet dangers at home, 
while our army is locked up in South 
Africa. There is one thing I should like 
to say in regard to the matter of the future. 
I am very glad indeed that the Leader of 
the Opposition did limit his definition of 
the purpose and object of this war in the 
way hedid. Before the beginning of the 
debate, a great many people were anxious 
that the Government should say that this 
war should never stop until the British 
flag isplanted at Bloemfontein and Pretoria. 
I can quite understand Englishmen  wish- 
ing that that may he the ultimate conse- 
quence of the war; but it would be a 
terrible mistake if the Government de- 
clared that that was an essential conse- 
quence. We do not know what ou 
difficulties may be in the future. Suppose 


Fourth 
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we take it on the footing that this war is 
absolutely just, and that we cannot escape 
from it, and were compelled to enter 
into it from the best of motives. 
Even then, it would be most unwise 
for the Government to define the 
result which was to follow the war, 
because we might find ourselves in diffi- 
culties so great as to compel us to expend, 
onan object unnecessary and hardly worth 
the realisation, a force which we have no 
business to use except for the highest 
purpose, and for the greatest interests of 
the nation. I am bound to say from my 
point of view, and of a great many others 
in this country, that this war is an abso- 
lutely winecessary war, caused by our 
diplomatic blundering, and does not 
represent that which can be truly called 
the cause of justice. Those of us who 
think thus look with horror at what is 
going on in South Africa We are sending 
our best and our bravest sons to slay and he 
slain by men who are as brave and as true- 
hearted as themselves. This is a thought 
which, I believe, comes day after day and 
morning after morning into the minds of 
many men amongst us, and we pray that 
something may be done to stay this war. 
I want to leave it to the Government, 
when we have succeeded in the first 
requisite of having cleared our foreign 
foes from off the territories of the Queen, 
to make some settlement, honourable alike 
toourselves and to the brave people whose 
conduct in thiswar has vindicated for them 
the right to maintain their independence. 
[ plead only for this, that we shall leave 
open to ourselves the right and the 


opportunity of making such an honourable | 


settlement at the first moment when we 
can stay this bloodshed and agony. 
Ido not believe that the annexation of 
the Transvaal and the Orange Free State 
would be of the slightest advantage to this 
country. I believe it would compel us toa 
great increase in the enormous military 
expenditure which now presses upon our 
people, and will press upon them more 
heavily for some years to come. 
desire to press my own views on the House, 
because I realise that they are not popular 
at the present moment ; but I only plead 
that the Ministry should not pledge them- 
selves toa course of action which may 
involve tremendous sacrifices in the future. 
There is one other point I wish to dwell 
upon. J know the doctrine of Ministerial 
responsibility. It is a very valuable 
doctrine in many aspects. Jt obliges 
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I do not | 
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Ministers to take an active and careful 
interest in everything that comes before 
the Cabinet ; and when something 
happens on which the Government is 
arraigned by a hostile party, it is well 
that the Ministers should feel that there 
is a solidarity amongst them. But that 
doctrine may be carried too far. In this 
case the real responsibility for this war, 
be it right or wrong, is with the Colonial 
Secretary. It is impossible not to see, 
not to note, frum the speeches that have 
been made of late, that the Prime Minister, 
who, I believe, is the man in whom 
all England puts the greatest confidence 
at this moment—-having many other 
things to deal with, and being distressed 
by domestic anxieties—may not have 
been able to attend so closely as he other- 
wise would have to this matter. But at 
all events, we cannot get away from this 
fact, that there are two men—one in this 
country and one in South Africa~-who 
are the persons looked upon, it may not 
he by all in this country, but certainly by 
all in South Africa, as being the persons 
who have been most closely associated 
with the beginning of this war. I wish 
that the highest sentiments of patriotism 
would induce these two men to leave to 
others the positions which they now 
occupy. I must say I myself believe 
that the greatest difficulty in South 
Africa in dealing with the — solution 
* many questions that have arisen 
in this war is the fact that the lines of. 
communication and action in South 
Afrifa are with the Colonial Secretary 
and Sir Alfred Milner. I am not saving 
a word against their honesty in this 
/matter: but I do say that I believe their 
_presence--one here, and the other in 
Sonth Africa—would be a difficulty and a 
, hindrance to a settlement. If others were 
| to take their places for a short time—-— 
{Hon. Members: Oh, oh!] Oh, yes. 
This is a great national crisis. It is a 
time of great and deep anxiety. If others 
were to take their places for a few weeks, 
or a few months, if the Prime Minister 
_ himself were to take under his own con- 
trol the communications of the Colonial 
| Office to South Africa, if Lord Rosebery 
‘would give his services to the country, 
iand go out to South Africa himself to 
| deal with the solution of these difficulties 
| it would be a sacrifice not too great to 
| ask even from the greatest men amongst 
us, at the time of national danger, and 
one for which I believe the country would 
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be very grateful. 
going to “make a controversial speech— 
jHo. Memeers: Oh, oh!] I do 


think I have. 


{COMMONS} 


] have said I was not | Member 
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of the House of Commons. 


| I cannot understand why, in one respect, 


not | our opponents say our Government were 
If I have, it has been with: wrong. They try to prove that because 


no intention of personal attack, but simply | the difficulties and the losses in this 
under the convietion that we are now at | campaign are greater than were antici- 


a time of great national danger, and that | 
we have to consider the things, not only | 
of to-day, but of the future. 


pated, therefore the Government were 


wrong to undertake the war; but 
‘common sense would lead us to an 
‘opposite conclusion. We have in Cape 


*Sin H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 


ford, Handsworth): It is very difficult to 
know the exact position which the hon. 
and learned Member for Plymouth has 
taken up. But 
has been brought against the present | 
Government, it is necessary to exa- | 
mine for «a moment some of the! 
grounds on which it has been brought. | 
The noble Lord who moved the vote of | 
censure left off more than once at the, 
very moments when his speech was 
becoming interesting. He told us that 
the general objects which the Government 
suddenly thrust upon the War Office by | 
embarking them in a great war in South | 
Africa were objects for which the War 
Office was not organised, and for which 
Parliament had not voted supplies. 
Now I suppese that the ordinary Member 
of Parliament has the idea that the War 
Oftice to carry on war, or to} 
prepare war. If these are not the 


exists 
tor 


| 


as this vote of censure | 
' world. 


Colony a great many Dutch-British sub- 
| jects, Ww te have been treated by the 
| Empire with greater kindness and con- 
sideration, I suppose, than any other alien 
race has been treated in the history of the 
If when this war broke out they 
had said, “ We recognise the kindness and 
consideration with which we have been 
treated, and we will remain loyal to the 
British Crown,” then we should have said 
that, so far as they were concerned, there 
was no occasion to undertake war. Very 
much the same thing might have heen 
said regarding the Orange Free State. If 
the Transvaal Republic had proved to be 


' extremely weak, and had put fewer men 
| into the field than anticipated, and if the 


war had proved to be an easier matter 


‘than it has, then our opponents would 


objects of the War Office, I would like to | 


ask the noble Lord what he imagines the | 
organisation of the War Office is for. 
We hoped to hear this from him, but 
were disappointed, 
blame the Government for not having 
made adequate preparations for the war, 
for not having troops ready to send to | 
South Africa at the critical moment when | 
they were wanted. He again disappointed | 
us by not pointing out when, in 
opinion, the mobilisation of the Army 
ought to have taken place, and when the | 
troops ought to have left our shores. — It 


to tella man that he has 


is very easy 


Then he went on to | 
| strong 


said, the Government were wrong in 
' pressing the matter so strongly. But the 
| exact opposite has happened. The Dutch 
inhabitants of the Cape have proved them- 
selves as disloyal as thev dare to be. 
[Hon. MemBers: No, no!] Well, that 
is my opinion. The Orange Free State is 
in open war against the British Empire, 
and the Transvaal has proved itself so 
a military power that it is 


have 


as 


‘absolutely certain that if we had been en- 


his | 


taken a wrong road, but the point of the | 


accusation is rather blunted unless you 
can show that a better road exists which 
he might have taken. The difficulty, o 


gaged in war with any foreign country at 
the time when we had only anormal 
garrison at the Cape, then the Dutch 
population in South Africa would have 
swept the English troops easily into the sea. 
The result would have been fatal to the 
sritish Empire. The Cape is the very 
keystone of the British Empire. — If we 
acknowledge, as I think we must, that 
the Boers had it in their power to engage 


‘in war at the moment which suited them, 


course, is that in these matters you can- | 


There are 670 


not have a rehearsal, 
and every single 


Menibers of this House, 
one of us will be, 
wiser in many respects when it is over) 
than any single person in the world was | 


hefore it beg: in. 


prove the superlative cleverness of every 
Nir Kdiuard Clarke, 


in regard to the war, | 


f then the British Empire would exist only 


at the grace of President Kruger. That 
is a condition of affairs that could not be 
tolerated by any Government possible in 
this country. ‘The late Attorney-General 
made a very effective speech the other 
|night, which combined enthusiasm, tem- 


But that does not | | pered by moderation, and the skill of a 


He said that the war 


great advoeate. 
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was due to the present Government, and 


one of the reasons given was that suze- | 
‘behaved properly, but they set to work 


rainty had been put forward in an 
unnecessarily irritating manner by the 
Colonial Secretary. Now, more than two 
and a half years ago, the Chief Justice of 
the Orange Free State told me that the 
suzerainty over the Transvaal had heen the 
one and only barrier to the fusion of the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State. If 
the suzerainty was theonly bar tothe fusion 
of the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State, | do not think it can be 
said that the suzerainty did not exist. 
Another statement was made by the 
late Solicitor-General and the right hon 
Gentleman who has just spoken, which 
was that if the independence of the two 
South African Republics were not given 
back to them we should have to keep a 
large army in South Africa. That would 
be the case, no doubt, if these States re- 
mained in possession of arms and ammuni- 
tion, and the money and organisation 


which enables them to make use of 
them. But if they have no longer the 


power of taking the hard-won money of 
our fellow-countrymen at the gold fields 
and no longer have the power to organise 
for war or to purchase arms and ammuni- 
tion as they will not have under any 
system of franchise, or any measure ot 
Home Rule likely to be granted them 

then I do not see that any great army 
in South Africa will be necessary. 
The whole wealth and intelligence of 
South Africa is centred in the towns, 
and with the exception of Pretoria and 
Bloemfontein all those towns are ex- 
tremely loyal to the British Empire, 
therefore, if these two States have no 
longer their independence, «a small army 
will only be needed there. The late 
Solicitor-General wants us to undertake 
to preserve their independence, but what 
sort of independence? We have been 
told that true liberty has its limitations, 
that “my rights end where my neigh- 
hour's rights begin,” but the Boer’s idea 
of liberty is, “My rights never end, for 
my neighbour has none.” After 1881 
the Boers were the spoiled children 
of fortune. They had everything a 
nation could wish for. —a small population, 
a land as large as Austria, and a climate 
that was all to be desired. They were 


free from the dangers of pioneer states ; 
we had conquered the Zulus and the 
Matabele, who had harassed them, and 
gave them protection. What cid they do? 
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| They had independence, and nobody 
| would have interfered with it if they had 


day by day and year by year to take 
away all the rights of our  fellow- 
subjects and built up the Government 
upon the most corrupt system it is pos- 
sible to conceive. The right hon: Gentle- 
man tried to make out that property was 
respected in the Transvaal. I cannot agree 
with him when we know that the taxa- 
tion per head in the ‘Transvaal is three 
times as much as in any of the other 
three States in South Africa, and that at 
least half a million was taken out of the 
pockets of the people by the dynamite 
monopoly alone, the benefit of which went 
entirely into the pockets of private indi- 
viduals, and that this and the other most 
extortionate exactions on account of 
monopolies, railway rates, and duties 
were levied not only on the income, but 
came also out of the capital of those who 
were sinking and equipping the mines 
which constituted the source of revenue of 
the country. Why is it that the Boers 
were not satisfied! Why run the 
risk of war by not granting reasonable 
concessions? That is due to two causes. 
There are some people so constituted that 
they cannot help intriguing—it is the 
breath of their life ; and President Kruger 
is one of them. Before the Transvaal was 
annexed he intrigued ; he intrigued for its 
independence, and when that was restored 
he still intrigued. The other reason is, 
that they were afraid the present state 
of things in the Transvaal could not last. 
The gold industry of the Transvaal is 
exceedingly scientific, and it is difficult to 
work a poor reef without a great deal of 
skilled labour. The authorities saw it 
was impossible for ever to keep these 
people from their pclitical rights, but 
they hoped by joining with the Orange 
Free State and Cape Colony they might 
be strong enough to sweep out the 
English, annex their property, and set 
up a Dutch Republic in South Africa 
which would be strong enough to resist 
any force which we could bring against 
them, and be able to make alliances 
with foreign Powers. I believe that the 
reason why they were so extremely stub- 
born and would not yield in any particular 
yas that they had a dream that they 
would have in their hands the whole 
of South Africa with the gold mines, and 
the diamond mines at Kimberley ; and 
that by making the British, who were the 
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heads of the industry, and the blacks, who 
were the hands, subservient to the Dutch 
they could appropriate a large portion of 
the profits of these industries and live 
independent and idle lives out of the pro- 
ceeds of other people’s labour. They 
never meant to give any reforms, and 
from the moment we insisted war became 
inevitable. I think quite contrary to the 
right hon. Member for Plymouth. Lord 
Rosebery said the affairs of the Empire 
ought to be carried on in a businesslike 
manner, and I think it is very lucky that 
we had a business man like the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary at the 
Colonial office. Nothing could be more un- 
businesslike than the Conventions of 1881 
and 1884; but since then the Colonial 
Secretary has learned something, and 
having seen the result of those con- 
ventions he determined that whatever 
in future had to be done should be done 
in » thoroughly businesslike manner. The 
Government is blamed for not having 
seen that war was inevitable ; but when 
I was in Johannesburg the view of all 
sorts and conditions of men there was 
that if their Government granted this 
measure of franchise there would be no 
war. Itis not fair to blame the Govern- 
ment because they were not prophets, and 
because they held a belief which was held 
hy everybody who could he considered to 
know most of South African affairs. With 
regard to the number of men it was neces- 
sary to send out, the universal opinion in 
South Africa was that 40,000 or 50,000 
would be ample to carry on and win the 
campaign, and had we not tried to hold 
Northern Natal and relieve Kimberley, I 
believe the men sent out were sufficient 
to keep the Boers in check until reinforce- 
ments arvived. The Government cannot 
he held responsible for the military 
arrangements that were made, and I 
think they have been unfairly attacked 
on that subject. | hold as strongly 
as | ever held any opinion in my life that 
the Government were right to raise this 
question, and were right to press it home, 
even at the risk of war. They are doing 
their best to bring the war to a successful 
conclusion, and 1 shall give my vote for 
them. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I dlesire to express my admiration of the 
speech of the hon. Member for Plymouth, 
which, to my mind, was one of those 
notable speeches that, by their courage 
Sir H, Meysey-Thompson, 
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and sincerity, lift the debate far above 
the range of party, and appeal to every 
honest man in the country. This is an 
occasion on which speaking of that kind 
is needed, for those who have the courage 
and sincerity to say the truth are the true 
friends of their country. I think the 
House will agree that the attack made by 
the First Lord of the Admiralty on the 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen was 
not called for. The right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen’s speech was a masterly 
exposition of the facts of the case, given 
with great moderation and with com- 
plete knowledge. We have heard from 
the First Lord of the Admiralty a very 
important statement indeed in regard to 
the policy of the war. The difficulty 
some of us are in is to know what we are 
fighting about, and therefore the terms 
that should constitute a just and honour 
able peace. We listened to a remarkable 
speech made by the hou. Member for 
the Berwick Division, which is most of all 
to be admired for the effort to probe some 
of the root facts of the controversy, and to 
state for himself and to elicit from the 
Government what are the objects for 
which this war is being waged. What 
did the hon. Baronet say were the two 
great objects aimed at by the war, the 
attainment of which would justify the 
making of peace! They were equal 
rights between whites in South Africa, 
and the adoption of measures to make it 
impossible that hereafter any arsenal 
should be erected or any accumulation of 
materials of war should take place except 
under the authority of the — British 
Government ; and the important fact is 
that the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
after twenty-four hours reflection, said 
these terms would satisfy him, and presu- 
mably would satisfy the Government also. 
This throws a light into x very dark place, 
and the House will do well to examine 
a little more closely these vital points. | 
could wish that the right hon. Baronet 
had explained more precisely what he 
meant by equal rights between whites in 
South Africa. It might mean one of two 
very different things, and as the phrase 
has been taken up by the Government the 
House is entitled to seek further explana- 
tion as to what was meant by it. If by 
equal rights to the whites is meant such 
equal rights as for two generations have 
existed in the Orange Free State for all 
immigrants and residents, the solution 
opens out hopes for peace brighter than 
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any we could hitherto have entertained. | 


The Orange Free State has been a peaceful 
and independent community, existing 
without offence in the midst of our 
South African possessions, and, so far as 
[am aware, no one has ever complained 
of any lack of equal rights for white 
men. If it be the fact that one object 
of the war is to secure that in the 
Transvaal also such a state of things 
should exist, then the object of the war 
is nearer than, perhaps, many have ven- 
ture to hope or believe. The other con- 
dition is that no arsenal should be erected 
or accumulation of arms take place except 
under the authority of the British Govern- 
ment. This I think a reasonable con- 
dition. It is not desirable that there 
should be great accumulations of arms of 
this kind, which would obviously threaten 
a renewal of strife. It is not desirable and 
is not necessary if this country once for all 
pledges itself to respect the independence 
tor the letence of which these accumulations 
and these arsenals were provided. These 
gigantic military preparations took place, 
as the evidence seems clearly to show, for 
nooffensive purpose, but from the fear 

a well-grounded fear —that the liberties 
of the Transvaal were endangered. — It 
those liberties are respected on the mor- 
row of victory, not merely as a matter of 
convenience, but as part of the settled 
policy of this country, there will be no 
need for such arsenals and accumulations 
of arms, and there will be no objection, L he- 
lieve, onthe part of the Orange Free State 
or of the Transvaal to pledge themselves 
that they should not take placein the future. 
The terms upon which this war may be 
brought to an end is, [ venture to think, 
vital not only for the future but for 
the immediate present. We are told 
nothing as to what our policy is to be, 
and in the circumstances [ admit that at 
the present moment it seems, perhaps, 
irrelevant, because we are not in a_posi- 
tion to impose our policy, whether good 
or bad. Sir, we must believe-—and I be- 
lieve that the power of this country will 
prevail before very long. IL think it is 
certain to prevail ultimately, if our forces 
are not, as they unfortunately might be, 
distracted by dangers in other quarters. 
We must make up our minds as to what 


we are seeking by this war before we can | 


justify to our own hearts and consciences 
the spilling of all this blood. It is idle 
to conceal the tact that there is a deep 


difference of opinion in this country as to 
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the merits of this war. It is not con- 
fined to this side of the House. It is 
shared by some of the ablest and most 
conscientious men on the opposite side of 
the House. How are you going to get 
unity and common action, unless these two 
great parties of the State are brought into 
line? [ admit that up to a certain point 
we should act in common, even though 
the ultimate objects of the war are not 
stated. We all agree that the invasion 
must be repelled. We are all agreed that 
the power of this country must be 
asserted to that extent, and to such an 
extent iis may be necessary in order to 
secure honourable terms of peace. But 
we do not believe that the war must be 
carried on at all costs and to all extremities 

for what ? For the purpose of imposing 
terms which, as the hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth has just stated, 
sofarfrom beinga gain tothiscountry, would 
be a positive loss—that is, if they mean 
the suppression of these two States and the 
annexation of their territory. Let us for 
one moment consider what are the alter- 
natives. Suppose that we are entirely 
successful— 


*Mnr. SPEAKER: | would remind the 
hon. Member that the terms of peace 
are not involved in this Amendment. It 
is specifically confined to the policy and 
conduct of the Government in the past. 
Although I have allowed considerable 
freedom in the discussion from that point 
of view, the terms of peace cannot be 
deliberately discussed upon this Amend- 
ment. That question is raised by another 
Amendment. 


#*Mnr. C. P. SCOTT: I will endeavow 
to conform to your ruling, Sir, and pass 
over as speedily as possible the remainder 
of my arguments. | would merely point 
out that the want of knowledge, fore- 
sight, and judgment which have been so 
conspicuously displayed in the blind way 
in which we have stumbled into a 
terrible position, may be equally marked 
in the future. We cannot carry on 
this war merely for the sake of a barren 
We must look to what 
must come after, and consider how 
the country which we are endeavouring 
to conquer is to be governed ; and I think, 
Fourth Day. 
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heads of the industry, and the blacks, who 
were the hands, subservient to the Dutch 
they could appropriate a large portion of 
the profits of these industries and live 
independent and idle lives out of the pro- 
ceeds of other people’s labour. They 
never meant to give any reforms, and 
from the moment we insisted war became 
inevitable. I think quite contrary to the 
right hon. Member for Plymouth. Lord 
Rosebery said the affairs of the Empire 
ought to be carried on in a businesslike 
manner, and [ think it is very lucky that 
we had a business man like the right hon. 
Geutleman the Colonial Secretary at the 
Colonial office. Nothing could be more un- 
businesslike than the Conventions of 1881 
and 18384; but since then the Colonial 
Secretary has learned something, and 
having seen the result of those con- 
ventions he determined that whatever 
in future had to be done should be done 
in» thoroughly businesslike manner. ‘The 
Government is blamed for not having 
seen that war was inevitable ; but when 
I was in Johannesburg the view of all 
sorts and conditions of men there was 
that if their Government granted this 
measure of franchise there would be no 
war. Itis not fair to blame the Govern- 
ment because they were not prophets, and 
because they held a belief which was held 
by everybody who could he considered to 
know most of South African affairs. With 
regard to the number of men it was neces- 
sary to send out, the universal opinion in 
South Africa was that 40,000 or 50,000 
would be ample to carry on and win the 
campaign, and had we not tried to hold 
Northern Natal and relieve Kimberley, I 
believe the men sent out were sufficient 
to keep the Boers in check until reinforce- 
ments arrived. The Government cannot 
he held responsible for the military 
arrangements that were made, and I 
think they have been unfairly attacked 
on that subject. I hold as strongly 
as | ever held any opinion in my life that 
the Government were right to raise this 
question, and were right to press it home, 
even at the risk of war. They are doing 
their best to bring the war to a successful 
conclusion, and I shall give my vote for 
them. 


*Mr. C, P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I «lesire to express my admiration of the 
speech of the hon. Member for Plymouth, 
which, to my mind, was one of those 
notable speeches that, by their courage 
Sir H. Meysey-Thompson. 


{COMMONS} 
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and sincerity, lift the debate far above 
the range of party, and appeal to every 
honest man in the country. This is an 
occasion on which speaking of that kind 
is needed, for those who have the courage 
and sincerity to say the truth are the true 
friends of their country. I[ think the 
House will agree that the attack made by 
the First Lord of the Admiralty on the 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen was 
not called for. The right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen’s speech was a masterly 
exposition of the facts of the case, given 
with great moderation and with com- 
plete knowledge. We have heard from 
the First Lord of the Admiralty a very 
important statement indeed in regard to 
the policy of the war. The difficulty 
some of ws are in is to know what we are 
fighting about, and therefore the terms 
that should constitute a just and honour. 
able peace. We listened to a remarkable 
speech made by the hon. Member for 
the Berwick Division, which is most of all 
to be admired for the effort to probe some 
of the root facts of the controversy, and to 
state for himself and to elicit from the 
Government what are the objects for 
which this war is being waged. What 
did the hon. Baronet say were the two 
great objects aimed at by the war, the 
attainment of which would justify the 
making of peace? They were equal 
rights between whites in South Africa, 
and the adoption of measures to make it 
impossible that hereafter any arsenal 
should be erected or any accumulation of 
materials of war should take place except 
under the authority of the British 
Government ; and the important fact is 
that the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
after twenty-four hours reflection, said 
these terms would satisfy him, and presu- 
mably would satisfy the Government also. 
This throws a light into # very dark place, 
and the House will do well to examine 
a little more closely these vital points. | 
could wish that the right hon. Baronet 
had explained more precisely what he 
meant by equal rights between whites in 
South Africa. It might mean one of two 
very different things, and as the phrase 
has been taken up by the Government the 
House is entitled to seek further explana- 
tion as to what was meant by it. If by 
equal rights to the whites is meant such 
equal rights as for two generations have 
existed in the Orange Free State for all 
immigrants and residents, the solution 
opens out hopes fer peace brighter than 
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any we could hitherto have entertained. | 
The Orange Free State has been a peaceful 
and independent community, existing 
without offence in the midst of our 
South African possessions, and, so far as 
[am aware, no one has ever complained 
of any lack of equal rights for white 

men. I[f it be the fact that one object 
of the war is to secure that in the 
Transvaal also such a state of things 
should exist, then the object of the war 
is nearer than, perhaps, many have ven- 
tured to hope or believe. The other con- 
dition is that no arsenal should be erected 
or accumulation of arms take place except 
under the authority of the British Govern- 
ment. This [| think a reasonable con- 
dition. It is not desirable that there 
should be great accumulations of arms of 
this kind, which would obviously threaten 
a renewal of strife. It is not desirable and 
is not necessary if this country once for all 
pledges itself to respect the independence 
tor the letence of which these accumulations 
and these arsenals were provided. These 
gigantic military preparations took place, 
as the evidence seems clearly to show, for 
nooffensive purpose, but from the fear 

a well-grounded fear that the liberties 
of the Transvaal were endangered. — It 
those liberties are respected on the mor- 
row of victory, not merely as a matter of 
convenience, but as part of the settled 

policy of this country, there will be no 

need tor such arsenals and accumulations 

of arms, and there will be no objection, [ he- 

lieve, onthe part of the Orange Free State 

or of the Transvaal to pledge themselves 

that they should not take placein the future. 

The terms upon which this war may be 

brought to an end is, [ venture to think, 

vital not only for the future but for 

the immediate present. We are told 

nothing as to what our policy is to he, 

and in the circumstances [ admit that at 

the present moment it seems, perhaps, 

irrelevant, because we are not in a_posi- 

tion to impose our policy, whether good 

or bad. Sir, we must believe—and I be- 

lieve that the power of this country will 

prevail before very long. I think it is 

certain to prevail ultimately, if our forces 

are not, as they unfortunately might be, , 
distracted by dangers in other quarters. 
We must make up our minds as to what 

we are seeking by this war before we can 

justify to ow own hearts and consciences 

the spilling of all this blood. It is idle 


to conceal the fact that there is a deep 
difference of opinion in this country as to 
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out that the want of knowledge, fore- 
sight, and judgment which have been so 
conspicuously displayed in the blind way 
in which 
terrible position, may be equally marked 
in the 
this war merely for the sake of a barren 
supremacy. 
must 
the country which we are endeavouring 
to conquer is to be governed ; and I think, 
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the merits of this war. It is not con- 
fined to this side of the House. It is 
shared by some of the ablest and most 
conscientious men on the opposite side of 
the House. How are you going to get 
unity and common action, unless these two 
great parties of the State are brought into 
line? [ admit that up to a certain point 
we should act in common, even though 
the ultimate objects of the war are not 
stated. We all agree that the invasion 
must be repelled. We are all agreed that 
the power of this country must be 
asserted to that extent, and to such an 
extent is may be necessary in order to 
secure honourable terms of peace. But 
we do not believe that the war must be 
carried on at all costs and to all extremities 

for what ? For the purpose of imposing 
terms which, as the hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth has just stated, 
sofartrom beingagain tothiscountry, would 
he a positive loss—that is, if they mean 
the suppression of these two States and the 
aunexation of their territory. Let us for 
one moment consider what are the alter- 
natives. Suppose that we are entirely 


successtul— 


“Mere SPEAKER: I would remind the 


hon. Member that the terms of peace 
are not involved in this Amendment. It 
is specifically confined to the policy and 
conduct of the Government in the past. 
Although I 
freedom in the discussion from that point 
of view, the terms of peace cannot be 
deliberately discussed upon this Amend- 
ment. That question is raised by another 
Amendment. 


have allowed considerable 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I will endeavow 


to conform to your ruling, Sir, and pass 
over as speedily as possible the remainder 


1 would merely point 


we have stumbled into a 


future. We cannot carry on 
what 


how 


look to 
consider 


We 


after, 


must 


come and 
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Sir, when we realise what that means— 
what it means to govern those colonies by 
military rule, or as Crown colonies per- 
manently, what it involves in the ex- 
penditure on military force and in the 
violation of our best traditions—then I 
think we might come to the conclusion 
that it is hetter to be moderate as well as 
just, and to respect the independence of 
these brave people, who have shown 
themselves to be worthy foes in time of 
war, and who, if treated rightly now, may 
in time—a long time it may he—become 
reconciled to this country. Then instead 
of being our enemies as we regard them 
now, they would become one of the most 
potent factors in a great and united South 
Africa. 

*CoLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince): The reason I rise, Sir, is to saya 
word with regard to the military question. 
I wish to say something with regard to 
the conduct of the campaign which is now 
being prosecuted in South Africa, because 
I fear it may be misjudged owing to 
reverses our arms have met with hitherto. 
The Government has sent out a very large 
hody of troops in a very admirable way; 
they are nearly double the number that 
Lord Cardwelleverexpected tosend abroad, 
We have been obliged to split them into 
fractions in order to relieve Ladysmith 
and Kimberley and other garrisons. Now, 
these fractions have met with serious 
reverses and loss; and I think that 
people do not understand how that can 
be, because | maintain, and have no 
doubt whatever, that the 100,000 men 
we have sent to Africa is, as an army, put 
together in a proper manner, with its proper 
complement of guns and cavalry, as fine a 


one, for its numbers, as either Germany,. 


France, or Russia could send anywhere. 
I am afraid people are apt to think that 
our army is not what it really is. It isa 
splendid fighting machine ; but our forces 
in South Africa have been confronted by 
an enemy possessed of small arms of an 
immensely improved type, and of 
Maxims and machine guns, which, 
together with smokeless powder, make 
them very formidable indeed. The effect 
of it all has been to give extremely in- 


creased value to the Boer mounted marks- | 


men when acting on the defensive against 
our forces. They take up a very extended 


Mr. CU. P. Scott. 
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position, and their mobility is extraor- 
dinary. Now, I contend that any other 
force sent to meet this new condition of 
warfare, which requires new and corre- 
sponding tactical conditions to meet it, 
would have met with just the same difticul- 
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ties as we have done. I recollect going to. 


Austria in 1867. After the great war of 
1866, in which Austria had a very fine 
army indeed, the world witnessed a new 
mechanical invention, which paralysed 
Austria’s action in that campaign. It 
was the introduction of the needle gun, 
I remember the chagrin that was felt by 
the Austrian officers, who knew that their 
army would be misjudged because it had 
not been able to cope with the latest 
weapon. What was the result of it? The 
very next year every Continental Power 
in Europe adopted the breechloader ; and 
they also adopted Prussia’s system of 
general service, which Lord Clyde charae- 
terised as militia. Just as it was then 
with the innovation of the breechloader, 
so it is now with mounted infantry. The 
result of the present conflict has so far 
demonstrated the wonderful  effective- 
ness of mounted infantry; and_ every 
Continental army in Europe _ will 
develop that system henceforward. If 
not it will suffer greatly in future wars. 
This war has also raised the question of 
whether our reserves were sent out soon 
enough, or not. That is a matter which 
affects diplomacy ; and I would point out 
that there is a great defect in our reserve 
system. In our reserve system we can0t 
send a body of troops abroad to meet a 
military foe unless we call out our reserves; 
and we cannot call out our reserves 
except in the case of a great national 
emergency. Well, that must put our 
Government into a very difficult position; 
and I contend that that isa system which 
requires amendment — reservists should 
have the option at a higher rate of pay 
to belong to a ‘furlough reserve,” liable 
to be recalled for any special service with 
their regiments. My own impression is 
that at the end of this war we shall 
emerge more powerful than ever and 
more chastened. I trust that the tendency 
to gasconade which everyone must have 
noticed of late years will cease. There 
has been an absence of scouting and of 
taking cover as there was at the begin- 
ning of the Crimean War; but that sort 
of thing arises from not having been ia 
action against a European foe. That is 
now past; and I venture to hope and 








505 


believ 
will b 
There 
word 

which 
Of cot 
of sea 
no su 
the us 
which 
acom 
eyes 0 
There 
to mal 
the Fi 
He ti 
Well, 

which 
to rem 
Chief | 
retirec 
given. 
are oft 
moves 
their 

house 

officers 
differ 

county 
do not 


Mr. 
gallan 
the Ar 


Cap 
not int 
Membx 
his crit 
to whi 
rather 
not eS] 
but as 
ment a 
has al 
benche 
again i 
on beh 
nothin 
party d 
have b 
No G 
hand, a 
while t 
less cat 
by the 
Opposit 
or in 
Admin: 
éxtraor 












































































505 Address in Answer to {2 Fepruary 1900} — the Queen’s Speech. 506 


504 

; believe that the termination of the war by any precedent, unsupported — by 
por will show the Army in its true light. common sense, and against all  ex- 
— There has been a lot of talk about the) perience, that when this House meets 
3 of word “supremacy” at sea. It isa word) no criticism is to be offered, no exami- 
er: which I think ought to be dropped. | nation is to take place of the actions 
Se Of course, we want a great preponderance of the Government which have occupied 


of sea power ; but in my opinion there is the attention of the country for the past 
g to. ss v ; Beh = A ‘ 
die no such thing as supremacy at sea. It is, few months. This claim would have been 


r of the use of abominable phrases like these unreasonable enough if the policy of the 
eae which makes us unpopular abroad. It is Government had led to a successful issue, 
ore a comparison which is as offensive in the but when we remember that this year has 
yeed eyes of our neighbours as it is useless. been signalised by disasters such as have 


It There is one other remark I would like not been experienced by this country for 


oO . e . . . 
roe tomake in reference to what fell from more than one or two generations, | think 
Vv . . . . ~ 
) the First Lord of the Admiralty to-day. such a claim coming from the Govern- 


pe He talked of Cabinet responsibility. ment must show that they have either a 
op Well, if there is one defect in our system bad conscience or a very bad case and a 


he which the Cabinet should set themselves very bad defence to offer to the country. 
sie to remedy it is that the Commander-in- What is the House of Commons for if it 
fe Chief and the First Naval Lord should be | is not to demand an explanation on the 
= retired on a higher allowance than is_ part of the country from those who are 
pie given under the present system. They trustees for the power of the country, who 
ri are often poor men who have two or three are responsible for its policy, and who 
ree moves to make in the last few years of have been placed in the position they hold 
Th: their service, and who have to take a_ by the opinion of the country itself? One 

ae house in this expensive capital. These speech we have listened to with a great 
Poon officers cannot resign, though they may deal of satisfaction and interest, and that 


a differ seriously from the Cabinet, but the is the speech of the Under Secretary of 


will country should feel sure that the experts State for War. But has not that another 

If do not differ seriously from the Cabinet. | aspect from that which has been already 
oe noticed ? How is it that with our perfect 
a Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. and’ system, with the admirable working of 
gallant Member was not now speaking to the War Office—-to which I am ready 
hich the Amendment. myself to give all praise, because the War 
Ker Office, taken as a whole, has been asked 
ber: CAPTAIN SINCLAIR (Fortar) : I do to do greater work than has ever heen 
vial not intend to follow the hon. and gallant contemplated by the administrators of the 
mers Member who last addressed the House in country —I speak broadly, of course— but 
s' his criticism of the purely military points does not that add to rather than detract 
nak to which he alluded; [ propose to look from the responsibility of the Government 
al rather at the political aspect of the matter, as a whole when we find that, in spite 
oie not especially as regards the W a Oftice, of the working of this system, in spite of 
res but as to the responsibility of the Govern- the generous and loyal support which 
hich ment asa whole. One complaint which they have had from every part of the 
il has already been noticed from these country and of the Empire, with all their 


vk benches, but which has been repeated efforts, there has still been, as the Amend- 
Pa again and again by those who have spoken ment states, so great a lack of foresight, 


able - 2 : 

vith on behalf of the Government, is to me skill and knowledge, as to place us 
y . . . ah . ° one . . 
me nothing short of astounding. The Liberal in the deplorable position in which 
hall party during the whole of this controversy we now stand? It is said that as 
Tle 


and have behaved with the greatest restraint. an Opposition we are not entitled to make 
we No Government has ever had a freer this complaint because the Leader of the 
Rie. hand, a fairer opportunity, less criticism Opposition during the past summer ex- 


ws while they were developing their policy, pressed it as his opinion that there was 
| of less cause to say they have been hindered no reason for war or for military prepara- 
sla by the utterances or the actions of the tions. Ido not think that that position 
sort Opposition leaders either in this House | is at all inconsistent, as it has been said 
. or in the country, than the present | to be, with the charge made by the right 
t is Administration, Yet we have had the’ hon. Gentleman only a night or two ago 
and extraordinary claim made, unsupported | that the Government had done more harm 


: Fourth Day. 
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than good in sending out their driblets of | 
support and reinforcement to the Cape 
Colony and Natal. The 
between his view, which is shared by 
others on this side of the House, and the 
view adopted by the Government is that 
the policy pursued was a war policy from 
the beginning, and we protested against 
it as a war policy —as a policy which 
might lead to war. The Government 
denied that that would be its consequence, 
though I must say I am_ puzzled to 
account for the ignorance that led to this 
result, and that is the difference between 
us. The Government did not face the 
fact that by the policy in which they 
were engaged, the policy of pressing upon 
the South African Republic reforms 
which, as the right hon. Member for South 
Aberdeen said to-night, were outside the 
Convention, which were matters reserved 
for the internal control of the Republic 
—they did not face the fact that by 
taking up that line and pressing those 
reforms upon the South African Republic 
in the way they did they risked the 
ultimate collision which has come upon 
us. The policy which was preferred from 
these benches was a policy not of force at 
all, but of persuasion, of pressure of 
diplomacy, rather than of military pre- 
parations and of military pressure. I am 
puzzled beyond measure to understand 
why the Government have acted in the 


manner they have. The despatches 
which we read this morning, to which 
allusion has already been made, show 


how the defenceless condition of Natal 
might have been foreseen, and indeed was 
foreseen, but not provided for by the 
Government. If we recollect that Sir 
Alfred Milner during the greater portion 
of last winter was at home, and that 
shortly after his return to South Africa 
he began the proceedings which termi- 
nated as they have, can we dismiss 
altogether from our minds the idea that 
he had some prevision that the policy he 
was going to adopt and enforce might 
lead to these dangers? Whether that 
policy was a good one or not I do not 
intend to enter into at present, but it 
seems impossible to believe that Sir 
Alfred Milner, the man responsible on 
the spot, and the Colonial Secretary, the 
man in the Cabinet responsible here, did 
not contemplate the ultimate possibilities 
of the policy which they were then 
deciding to adopt. The truth is, the 
Government have been afraid of the man 


Captain Sinclair. 


‘COMMONS! 


/“man in the street ;” 
difference | 


the (Queen's Speech, 
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of whom we have heard so much, the 
they were not 
courageous enough. Perhaps they did 
not think the country would approve, 
but they did not come boldly to Parlia- 
ment or to the country and say, “ Here 
are our responsibilities as Ministers : 
we have no other alternative but to 
adopt a policy which may lead to the 
most extreme conclusion.” On the con- 
trary, until as late as March 20th last, 
there was not the slightest symptom in 
the speech delivered in this House )y the 
Colonial Secretary that the mind of the 
| Government had changed, that the posi- 
tion in South Africa had changed, or that 
there was any intention on the part of 
the Government to depart from the policy 
which had hitherto been the common 
policy of both parties. There is a great 
deal of talk as if on this side of the House 
there was no recognition of the difficulties 
in South Africa. What is the fact? 
Take whatever cause or whatever con- 
tributory cause you like as having 
brought on this war, take the question of 
the grievances which has been argued at 
such length before this House: as a 
matter of fact the opinion expressed by 
the Colonial Secretary on March 20th 
last in regard to those grievances is pre- 
cisely the opinion held on this side of the 
House. If the House will pardon me I 
should like to read one passage. — In 
reply to the hon. Member for the Eccles- 
hall Division of Sheffield, the Colonial 
Secretary said (the hon. Member having 
urged the grievances of the Uitlanders) 


** My hon. friend comes here as if he had 
authority to speak in their name, but Tam 
very much inclined to think that if we were 
to adopt his advice the Uitlanders themselves 
would be the first to quarrel with us on that 
subject, and they might ask why we had 
interfered when we were not asked.” 


Then the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies goes on to repudiate the idea 
that there had been any breach of the 
Convention with regard to these griev- 
ances. He says 

“ In the first place we may intervene if there 
is any breach of the Convention. but it is not 
contended so far as I know that any of these 
things to which my hon. friend refers are 
breaches of the Convention. 


And he wound up by saying 

“Sir Alfred Milner is on the spot, but I do 
not feel at the moment that any cause has 
arisen which would justify me in taking the 
very strong action which seems at all events to 
have been suggested by my hon. friend.” 
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That was the opinion of the Colonial 
Secretary so recently as March 20th last ; 
that was the policy of the Government so 
recently as that date, and that being the 
case I think the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty has very little cause to charge us on 
this side of the House as he did to-night 
with minimising the grievances which are 
suffered by the Uitlanders residing in the 
Transvaal. Then we come to the theory 
ofthearmed conspiracy. Lalwayslisten with 
great attention to the remarks of the hon. 
Member for the Handsworth Division of 
Stafford. He has been in South Africa ; he 
has given great attention to the question ; 
he has studied it apparently very deeply. 
But I entirely disagree with some of his 
facts, and I should like to have contro- 
verted them if he had been in the House, 
both as to the history of South Africa and 
as to the present situation. One remark 
| cannot help noticing, and that is the 
assertion that he made with regard to the 
Dutch in Cape Colony. The hon. 
Member took upon himself the responsi- 
bility of saving that the conduct of 
the Dutch in Cape Colony had been most 
disloyal. I cannot believe that that 
opinion is shared by many members on 
the other side of the House. That that 
opinion should even be expressed in this 
House is, 1 think, much to be deprecated 
on the present occasion. No one knows 
without having been to South Africa the 
trial and strain and tension that have 
heen put upon our Dutch fellow-subjects 
in Cape Colony, and I think, considering 
how their feelings have been harrowed 
and their property destroyed, and their 
responsible Government practically en- 
tirely suppressed during this crisis, it is 
in the highest degree necessary that we 
here, feeling for them just as we do for 
the others in the colony, should do our best 
to support them in their trials and to as- 
sure them of our confidence, and show that | 
we recognise their loyalty and devotion 

under circumstances of supreme anxiety 

and ditficulty. What is at the bottom of this | 
theory of an armed conspiracy throughout 
South Africa? Could anything be more | 
haseless? Think of the position of our 

Army now in the north of the colony. 

Think of that, and coupie it with an armed | 
conspiracy, not in theory but in reality, 
and you will have some idea of the 


loyalty of the Duteh and of the value of 
their loyalty to us at the present time. 
Perhaps I may be allowed to remind the 
House of the statement of the Colonial | 


{2 FEBRUARY 1900! 


‘tions of some of the Dutch in 
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Secretary yesterday, bearing out what I 
say about the constitutional Government 
of the Cape having been practically 
superseded at this time of crisis. It will 
have been noticed that the right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Volunteer 
forces now being raised in the Cape 
Colony are being raised by the general 
officer commanding there under the 
authority, not of the responsible Minister, 
but of the Governor himself. There is 
only one other point to which [ should 
like to allude, simply to endeavour to 
convey the impression that everyone on 
this side of the House is not, as some 
seem to think, blind to the difficulties 
and the circumstances which have brought 
about this present crisis, though we may 
not approve the methods adopted by the 
Government for remedying those difti- 
culties. No one who has followed the 
controversy during the last few years 


will deny that in regard to Article IL. of 


the Convention of 1884, which binds the 
South African Republic to keep within its 
own strict boundaries, the Boers have, in 
regard to Bechuanaland, in regard to the 
efforts to obtain a seaport, in regard to 
some of the native districts, in regard to 
the northern parts of Africa, just as in 
regard to Stellaland and Goshenland, 
gone outside the limits not only of their 
own territory, but of the Convention of 
1884. Undoubtedly that can be charged 
against them; undoubtedly that, sup- 
ported as it has been by the intrigues 
and negotiations carried on with Ger- 
many and other Powers, lends colour to 
the idea that the South African Republic 
is not contented with its present status, 
and has ambitions, and that its young 
men do “dream dreams,” and have 
ideals of a South Africa different from the 
South Africa which we should like to see. 
That is all quite true, and I think it may 
be perfectly well admitted. That is 
common ground, and as a matter of fact 
has been recognised by both parties in 
this House. These grievances, the aspira- 
South 
Africa, the difficulties that have ensued in 
getting the South African Republic to 
keep strictly within its boundaries— 
these, I say, are common ground to, and 
have been recognised by, both parties. 
In support of that I will only quote the 
fact—it does not cover all these points, 
but it covers some—that a despatch pre- 


| pared under the direction of Lord Ripon 


in 1894, but not sent to the Transvaal at 
Fourth Day. 
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that time, was included and sent by the 
present Colonial Secretary in the year 


{COMMONS} 





| 
| 


1896 as a complete, careful, proper, and | 
suitable statement of the case of the | 


grievances we wished to see remedied. 


It | 


is only when we come to the remedies | 
‘be attained by the faithful and_ reciprocal 
| observance of all obligations under treaties, 


that we differ, and there we do differ. 
We are asked what we should have done. 
We should have followed the policy 
which had been followed hitherto of 
endeavouring to establish friendly terms 
with the Transvaal, of endeavouring to 
increase the confidence which, by the 


testimony of all competent observers in | 


South Africa, had sprung up between the 
people, and which had not been inter- 
rupted even by the question which arose 
at the end of 1895, the question of the 
closing of the Vaal Drifts. 


things unfortunately was upset by the | 


raid. The raid was had enough; the 
South African Committee was bad 
enough ; but worse than ali has 
been the complete identification — of 
Her Majesty’s Government with the 
policy of the gentlemen most distasteful 
in South Africa. J have not had the 
privilege of going to South Afriea, but | 
have done my so far as papers, 
books, and conversation to become 
acquainted with it, and the impression 
which remains indelibly fixed upon my 
mind is this: in South Africa for all 
these difficulties what was preached was 
patience. The people there are the main 
sufferers by the unsettled and troubled 
state of their country, and you can go to 
Ministers of both parties in the Cape and 
to Ministers in Natal; you can go to the 
most responsible and respected people in 
the country, and one and all will advo- 
cate the policy expressed by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Montrose, 
the policy of patience, the policy which 
has been so much spurned and contemned 
in the debates in this House. 


best 


x ) 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Will 
the hon. Gentleman fiame one who would 
advocate that policy / 


Caprain SINCLAIR: I will not only 
name him but read out his opinion, if the 
House will allow me. The first one I 
will take is a gentleman to whom the 
hon. Member for Derby made allusion 
the other night, Mr. Du Toit, who was at 


the time President of the Afrikander | 


Bond. 


Captain Sinclair. 


He moved a resolution in the 


That state of | 
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Cape House of Assembly, and it was 
earried by a large majority —this was in 
April, 1897— 


“deprecating war between European peoples, 
and expressing an earnest desire for peace and 
the conviction that these objects would best 


conventions, and agreements; that means 
should be devised to obtain a settlement of 
any difficulties which might arise in the inter- 
pretation of such obligations; and by the 
adoption of a policy of moderation, mutual 
consideration, and fairness, the tranquillity 
of South Africa would be further assured.” 


An amendment was moved, different in 
words, but the same in sense, urging 
strict observance of the Convention, and 
a policy of moderation by Her Majesty’s 
Government. Then [| wil! quote the 
Premier of Natal, who was here in 1897, 
and who, if my memory serves me rightly, 
has since died—Mr. Escombe. He said 
this at a public dinner given in his 
honour in London— 


“As for the South African Republic, at 
present it was not fully understood, and people 
in England would, on close inquiry, be 
astonished to find how much good there was 
in the Dutch population in that part of the 
world.” 


Lastly, I will quote Sir Gordon Sprigg, 
who cannot he suspected of any Afrikan- 
der leanings. At Cape Town, as Premier 
of the colony, he said that 


“If he went to England as Prime Minister, 
representing the colony, be would, in his 
speeches and conversations, on every opportu- 
nity presented, explain to the people of 
England the real condition of affairs in the 
country, showing how in South Africa there 
was not a homogeneous population as_ in 
Europe, and that the majority of the colonies 
were ditierently cireumstanced.” 


That is the point [ want to bring out. 


“He would point out how necessary it was in all 
matters to pursue a very cautious policy, and 
that they, above all things, wanted moderation 
and patienee—-everlasting patience—in_ this 
country. In fact, patience seemed to him to 
solve almost every question in South Africa. 
Without patience they could solve no question 
satisfactorily, and that was what they should 
endeavour to impress upon the people of 
England and Her Majesty's Ministers. oats 
If the Cape Government were allowed to 
pursue their policy peace would be maintained 
in Africa. The Transvaal, he believed, would 
shortly recognise the desires of the inhabitants, 
and friendly relations and prosperity would be 
maintained.” 


There are many other utterances of public 
men who have held the highest positions 
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in those colonies in exactly the same 
sense as those I have quoted, and I say 
therefore that it is not wisely said or 
wisely thought that the policy of patience 
is not a proper and possible alternative to 
the policy of force which has been adopted 
by Her Majesty’s Government. In my 
humble opinion the raid, the South 
African Committee, and the policy of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies have 
had the effect of inducing a large number 
of people in this country to share the 
views so eloquently expressed to-night by 
the hon. and learned Member for Ply- 
mouth, and have contributed to form the 
conviction that we cannot possibly have 
that basis of confidence between us and 
those who are unfortunately our enemies 
at present on which reconciliation may 
begin, unless the negotiations fall into 
other hands than those of the present 
Colonial Secretary. The policy of the 
Government is responsible for this. I 
am not blaming those gentlemen _per- 
sonally, but I say that they have by their 
public acts so thoroughly identified them- 
selves with all the interests most opposed, 
most disliked, and most detested by the 
inhabitants of the South African Republic 
and those who sympathise with them in 
South Africa, that their continuance in 
charge of these matters is a most powerful 
barrier to peace and _— reconciliation. 
During those dreary days in September 
and October last, when we were waiting 
to know what would be the result of the 
Colonial Secretary’s last despatch, day 
after day inquiries came from South Africa 
as to when the Republic was to be in- 
formed of the further demands which he 
hat announced he was going to make 
upon them, There wasa Cabinet Council 
held during that time, and it was very 
remarkable that after that Cabinet 
Council no less than four Cabinet 
Ministers spoke during the week—-Lord 
James of Hereford, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and two others (1 had the 
advantage of listening to the words of 
the First Lord myself)—and in the most 
solemn terms they all affirmed that they 
did not wish to threaten the independence 
of the Transvaal, but all these four 


Cabinet Ministers, having, Iam perfectly 
certain, the confidence of the country in 
the sincerity and truth of their words, with 
all their authority and influence both here 
and in South Africa, were not able to 
allay the suspicions of the South African 
The end of that dreary time 


Republic. 


{2 FEBRUARY 1900} 
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of waiting was that the step was taken, 
the ultimatum was issued, and we have 
been plunged ipto this war. I say 
that, apart from the present situation 
altogether, apart from the particular difti- 
culties we are in, apart from the particular 
objections which I have urged, apart 
from the evidence which I have quoted 
from South Africa against this policy, 
we are fighting against all experience of 
colonial administration in this matter. 
The normal course of colonial govern- 
ment is self-government. Perpetually in 
the history of self-government in this 
country, when the desire of the central 
authority here, of the Imperial Govern- 
ment, call it whatever you like, has been 
asserted over the colonies under one set 
of circumstances or another, every time it 
has led to disaster. The interference 
from Downing Street, the overruling of 
colonial interests and colonial opinion, has 
never been attended with success in any 
part of the world. That experience is 
another thing against which we are fight- 
ing at the present time. We are fighting 
also against the goodwill of the Dutch, 
against the goodwill of men who have 
been contented, happy, and prosperous 
under our Government, whose loyalty 
has been unquestioned until this time, 
men who have readily rendered a loyal 
devotion to the Queen and Government 
under which they have had this happi- 


ness and prosperity. Another thing 


against which we are fighting—and 
it is a powerful thing is our 
own solemn premise and convention. 
[*No!”| There are two opinions pos- 


sible, | admit. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
may hold their view, but in my humble 
judgment it counts for something in this 
controversy that we are fighting prac- 
tically against our own solemn promise 
and convention. I do not deny—and I] 
have given reasons—that some readjust- 
ment in South Africa was necessary. 
Anyone who has followed the extension 
and development of our dominions in 
South Africa, who remembers that in 
less than thirty years we have practically 
multiplied by six the extent of our terri- 
tory in South Africa—we have now about 
1,500,000 square miles to be responsible 
for instead of about a quarter of a million 
——anyone who remembers that will admit 
that some readjustment was inevitable and 
necessary. I say that it does count for 
something in this deplorable business 
that, in the opinion of a great many 


Fourth Day. 
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people, we are fighting and using the 
whole forces of the Empire against what, 
after all, has been a solemn promise and 
convention undertaken in the name of 
this country. And what have you to 
look forward to’ The English have 
got to live with the Dutch. This is the 
third contest we have had with the Dutch. 
Some 40 or 50 vears ago the Governor, 
who afterwards was very popular, Sir 
Harry Smith. had to take forcible 
measures against the Boer population 
north of the Orange River. The dispute 
was settled by one battle, and British 
authority had its way. Twenty years later 
we had another contest with the Dutch 
north of the Vaal River. You know how 
that terminated, and you know that in the 
opinion of the highest military authorities 
not a couple of thousand men, asx on 
the former occasion, but 15,000 men at 
least would have been needed to assert 
our authority or sway on that occasion. 
Now, twenty vears later, you have got a 
much larger difficulty on your hands. 
You have got a difticulty which I do not 
believe the people of this country would 
have had to face had they known— —[The 
remainder of the sentence was rendered 
inaudible by cries of dissent from the 
Ministerial Benches.} Yes: that is 
exactly a point on which I should like to 
say something. People say that the shib- 
boleth has to be repeated with regard to 
this war as to whether it was just or un- 
just. That does not exh ust the con- 
siderations which have to be taken into 
account. You have got to look at this 
matter from a practical point of view, 
from the point of view of the practical 
interests of the country and of the Empire 
asa whole. I[ say that it requires more 
reasons than have ever been urged 
against the policy of moderation to out- 
weigh the enormous present and future 
(lisadvantages which have been disclosed 
by the expedition and the results 
of the expedition so far which we 
have sent to South Africa. We 
shall have to add another 100,000 
men to the Army in the interest of South 
Africa, owing to the difficulty of recon- 
ciling the Dutch to our rule. 1 do not 
think that even then you will get rid of 
all those difficulties. I thank the House 
for allowing me to give the few reasons 
which induee me to vote with great 
heartiness for the Amendment of my 
noble friend. I recognise the patriotic 
endeavours the Government are making 
Juptain Sinclair, 
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to the full, but I deplore and lament the 
policy, and the consequences of that 
policy, which has led us into the present 
difficulties. I shall at present do my 
utmost to give my support to the Govern- 
ment wherever it is possible, but I do 
not hesitate to say that I shall work 
against them if I think it is necessary, 
and in the councils which are to deter- 
mire this war I hope there will he 
moderation, firmness, and patience. 


Major RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): [ only 
desire to say a few words to the House 
on the subjects of departmental interests, 
which we feel very strongly about. | 
listened to the speech of the right hon. 
Member for South Aberdeen with a certain 
amount of mild surprise, when he said he 
regretted that feelings of hostility were 
apparent in foreign countries with regard 
to this nation, because there is no man 
who has done so much to raise hostility 
as himself. | listened to the speech of 
the Under Secretary for War last night, 
a speeeh which, I venture to say, raised 
the level of the debate, but I do 
not agree with him. He said we had 
increased the artillerv by sixteen batteries, 
and we had strengthened regiments in that 
direction, but he forgot to say that the 
Estimates had increased trom £16,000,000 
to £21,000,000, and he forgot to say 
that our Army had so far been held in 
check hy a population which was hardly 
so large as the number of men we 
ourselves usually keep under arms. What 
has surprised me is the light-hearted 
character of some of the speeches delivered, 
and also the consensus of opinion that it 
was necessary to defend the War Office, 
which was shown in half the speeches 
made. The mover of the Address, the 
Leader of the House, the Leader of the 
Opposition, Lord Salisbury, all did_ so. 
Even the mover of this Amendment, after 
he had searched the world from China to 
Peru to endeavour to find a stick with 
which to beat the Government, turned 
round and took the War Office under the 
wegis of his protection. I should just like 
to say half-a-dozen words with reference 
to the speech at Manchester by the Leader 
of the House, following in that regaid the 
speech of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean. The 
right hon. Gentleman found fault with 
the stay-at-home politicians and War 
Oftice critics, but it is not their fault that 
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they are stay-at-homes, they would be 
elsewhere now if they knew how to get 
there. With regard to the critics, the 
right hon. Gentleman said the War Office 
had been efficient, and referred to the 
Reserves. Now, the Service Members of the 
House of Commons never did criticise the 
Reserves. The man who did criticise the 
Reserves was Lord Wolseley. He said 
the Reserve was simply a sham, and he 
showed an intuitive perception of the 
opinion of the House of Commons by 
saying that they desired to have it so. 
We do not believe in the three Army 
Corps. An Army Corps as one 
understands it is an entity, but in South 
Africa you simply have an aggregation of 
regiments pitchforked together, as you 
had in the Crimean War. In the speech 
that was made last night, it was said that 
the Government were right and the War 
Ottice had done nothing wrong, and that 
it was impossible to supply transports at 
a moment's notice. The hon. Gentleman 
asked how you could put 18,000 mules 
in line in South Africa. That is not 
what we meant. What we meant was 
that until President Kruger marched his 
troops to the borders of the Transvaal the 
War Office made no effort to provide 
transport. With reference to the guns 
the hon. Gentleman took up the cudgels 
wu said there was a force cf something 
like 180,000 men at the front, with 240 
field guns and several guns of position. 
That is all very well as far as it goes, but 
it is not the proper allowance. In European 
armies the proportion of guns to infantry 
is 5 per 1,000, but, on the hon. Gentle- 
mans own showing, in South Africa 
there ave oniy 24 per 1,000. There are 
only a few quick-firing guns there at the 
present moment, and they are the old- 
fashioned ones with the breech-firing 
attachment of Sir George Clarke. Then 
with regard to proper maps, the hon. 
Gentleman said the reason why proper 
maps were not prepared was because 
in the first place the colonial authorities 
ought to have prepared them, but did not, 
and secondly, because of the expense. | 
believe that the loss at Spion Kop was 
due entirely to the fact that the topo- 
graphical character of the country had 
not been found out. Then again, with 


regard to transport, the man in the street 
does not understand why, when it is neces. 
sary to send troops out quickly, we should 
have slow ships instead of fast ones. And 
with regard to troops, the hon. Gentle- 
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man said this country was bursting with 
troops, but he could not have visited our 
garrison towns lately or he would have 
seen that our troops here consist of 
immature youths, not old enough to be 
sent abroad, dismounted cavalry, artil- 
lery without guns, and a few troops that 
are going to be sent off during the next 
few weeks. These are some of the ques- 
tions which the Service Members have 
called the attention of this House to, and 
some of the matters we have endeavoure«| 
to bring before it ; and the country will 
find that the Service Members have told 
them the truth ratner than the apologists 
of the establishment in Pall Mall. So far 
as Iam concerned my opinion is clear, 
and I shall support the Government here 
and outside. And when the crisis is 
over I shall be able to criticise more, 
as I please, the operations of the War 


Office. 
*Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: [think the 


right hon. Members opposite who are so dis- 
posed to denounce the right hon. Mem- 
ber for South Aberdeen would do their 
own cause far greater good if, instead of 
denouncing him, they took to answering 
his arguments and displacing the irre- 
sistible case which he has made against 
this Government. This debate has. 
branched out in two directions. One 
branch, of course, is the justification of 
the war and the other the question of 
the conduct of the war. With reference 
to the conduct of the war, we 
have had very full answers from 
the Government benches, but with refer- 
ence to the question of the justice and 
right of this war not one word has been 
said, for the simple reason, in my belief, 
that they have adopted the only possible 
mode of answering the question by avoid- 
ing it. I hope hon. Members on this side 
of the House will not permit that to be 
done, but that they will urge the point 
in question until a full answer is given. 
Even in the last debate of the last 
session it was the same. No defence was 
given until the Colonial Secretary rose 
on the last night of that debate, and we 
have had no defence beyond that. We 
have had various reasons assigned for this 
war, as various and contradictory as the 
reasons assigned for the war in the 
Soudan, but when I find people in busi- 
ness, or in social or political life, give 
various and contradictory reasons, | 
generally find that the real one is one 
Fourth Day. 
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Which they dare not avow. My belief in 


this case is that the real reason of this | 


war is to get hold of the Transvaal, or 
at least the political control of it. With 
regard to the alleged Dutch conspiracy, 
that matter has already been fully dealt 
with, and I shall only draw attention to 
one or two matters. It is based entirely 
on the fact of the large armaments 
in the Transvaal. But before you 
can establish a case of this kind you 
must prove that the armaments are too 
numerous, not from our point of 
view, but that they are excessive in 
the view of the Transvaalers them- 
selves ; that they exceed the amount 
which they can possibly consider neces- 
sary for the defence ot their country. 
The attempt is now practically abandoned. 
We set up the point that these armaments 
were laid up before the raid. That 
was practically given up or destroyed 
at any rate by the right hon. Gentleman 
hy his speech at Manchester. He 
said the raid fettered the Govern- 
ment, that it was impossible for 
them to remonstrate with the Transvaal 


on account of the armaments because of ° 


the raid. That must prove that the ex- 
cessive armaments were laid up after the 
raid because that remark would not be 
relevant if they were laid up before the 
raid. It is now admitted that the 
Intelligence Department has fulfilled its 
functions fully, but it is an irrefutable 
fact that the raid caused the armaments. 
As far back as March, 1886, Sir Hercules 
Robinson telegraphed that the arming 
movement was defensive and not offensive, 
that the Boers believed that the raid was 
connived at if not instigated by the 
Government, and that it would be re- 
newed on the first favourable oppor- 
tunity. President Kruger himself said 
to Captain Younghusband, the special 
correspondent to The Times, ‘So long as 
you never attack us we shall not atcack 
you.” [AN Hon. Memper: But he did 
attack us.] Yes, because we were going 
to invade the Trarsvaal. We_ pride 
ourselves on the enthusiasm that has 
been shown by volunteers coming in, but 
the Boers have commandeered all men be- 
tween the ages of sixteen and sixty, and 
if we made similar sacrifices for this war 
6,000,000 men would be at the front. It is 
impossible to believe that any democratic 
nation would send all its male inhabitants 
to wage an aggressive war. Such 
a sacrifice would only be made _ for 
Mr, Bryn Roberts. 
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one of the two strongest motives that 
can impel human nature—one the defence 
of religion, the other the defence of our 
nationality. Would we do it? I hope 
we would for the defence of our religion. 
I know we should for the defence of our 
nationality. This is done hy the Boers, 
who make no boast of it whatever. They 
go readily to the front ready to give up 
their lives in defence of their country. 
But it is said they are compelled by Presi- 
dent Kruger, who is really an autocrat, 
He is an autocrat who rests entirely on 
the goodwill of his burghers, the same as 
Mr. Gladstone rested on the con- 
viction of his supporters. ‘There was this 
extraordinary phenomenon, that although 
this dispute had been going on for years, 
yet there was not a single suggestion in 
all the despatches in the Blne-books of 
any complaint that the Boers wished to 
drive the British people out of the 
country. There was a distait allusion in 
a letter sent by Sir Alfred Milner on 
4th May last to the Colonial Secretary, 
in which he said that some newspapers 
had made some reference to that. But 
we know that there are wild papers in 
the Transvaal, just as there are in 
Fleet Street. It is impossible to get 
away from the fact that there is no 
ostensible cause for this war in the Blue- 
books except the alleged grievances of 
Uitlanders. I think that hon. Members 
who are against the war have been a 
great deal too free and liberal with their 
concession as to the existence of these 
grievances. [ do not admit the 
grievances, except to a very slight extent. 
Hon. Members who talk about them 
always do so in vague and general terms. 
You never see a reference to a_ single 
detail, but only to the “intolerable 
oppression of the Uitlanders,” and vague 
statements of that kind. What are these 
alleged grievances | Way, one is that a 
public meeting in the Transvaal was dis- 
turbed, whereas the opponents of this 
var in this country have had _ their 
meetings broken up oi scores and 
hundreds of occasions by Jingo roughs. 
You know what took place in Trafalgar 
Square, but does anyone suggest on that 
account the English people should be 
deprived of their Government / There is 
no restriction whatever in the Transvaal 
on the right of public meeting, provided 
these are held in halls. The only re- 
striction is as to open-air meeting, and that 
restriction is the same as regards meetings 
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in Trafalgar Square. Permission has to 
be got from the police because of the 
danger of the public meeting creating 
riot and disturbance, and that permission 
is never refused. It is said that the 
press have been restrained, but there has 
not been a single case of a newspaper being 
suppressed under the law complained 
of, except that of the Critic, which 
was edited by the notorious Henry 
Hess, who had to leave the country 
on account of fraud and perjury. We 
know that this Mr. Hess brought an 
action against Mr. Henry Labouchere on 
account of an article which appeared in 
Truth, but he abandoned it and paid the 
costs rather than appear in court to 
answer the interrogatories. — President 
Kruger went beyond his rights in sup- 
pressing the /ohunnesburg Star, but an 
appeal was made to the Transvaal courts, 
and from that time forward the Star was al- 
lowed to be published. That illustrates the 
falsity of the charge against the justiciary, 
for here the Courts quashed the order of 
President Kruger. Then we come to the 
question of the franchise, which, after all, 
isthe really important question. My hon. 
and learned friend the Member for South 
Shields denied that the Uitlanders were 
aliens,andattempted to maintain that denial 
by the most extraordinary arguments. He 
said that the Uitlanders have the right 
to enter the Transvaal, to reside and 
trade there, and that aliens have not that 
right. Why, that right exists in this 
country as well as in the Transvaal. 
There is no power in this country, not 
even in the Crown, to prevent the entry 
of aliens here and engage in trade. 
We have the fact that the Member for 
the Central Division of Sheffield has 
introduced time and again, but has been 
unable to pass, a Bill to prevent aliens 
coming to this country. But there is 
this difference, that most of the Uit- 
landers who come into this country do 
so with the intention of remaining here, 
whereas four-fifths of the Uitlanders 
who go to the Transvaal do so with the 
intention of returning to their native 
country when they have made their for- 
tune. Under these circumstances it is 
not to be expected that these should 
be granted the franchise to the same 
extent as in England, because they 


would use it not in the inte- 
rests of the Transvaal, but of the 
country to which they intend to return. 
I utterly deny that the Uitlanders’ griey- 
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ances were great down even to the initia- 
tion of the negotiations, and are we to 
make war on any government which falls 
away in the slightest degree from perfec- 
tion? If so, what are we to do with 
our own Government? I venture to say 
that the grievances of the Uitlanders,, 
when examined and divested of exaggera- 
tion, were of the flimsiest description, 
and of the same character as exist in 
every country under the sun, and will 
exist until the millennium. Suppose that 
President Kruger had passed a law, as 
had been done in this country by the 
present Government, that all agricul- 
turists and landowners should be 
exempt from one-half the taxation, and 
that the Imperial funds should be: 
applied to pay the exempted half for 
them, and that all shopkeepers and 
dwellers in town should pay in full, 
there might have been a cause for remon- 
strance Or suppose that President 
Kruger had passed a law that the old 
Dopper Church, being in a minority of 
the whole population, should have the 
control of religious education in schools 
which were maintained almost entirely 
by the Imperial taxation of the country, 
then the Uitlanders might have claimed 
that they suffered from serious griev- 
ances. Why, the whole of the Uit- 
landers’ grievances put together were not 
to be compared with a single one of 
these from which we suffer in this 
country ; and yet, we who feel these 
grievances keenly have not the remotest 
idea that they would justify us in seeking 
to stir up rebellion. We rely for their 
redress on ordinary methods of political: 
evolution. And so all those trifling 
grievances would have been remedied in 
time by the ordinary evolution of political 
change. We are told that the case was 
urgent, but the only reason for urgency 
that I know was the risk that in the 
meantime the Rand. mines would. be ex- 
hausted and ail these Uitlanders would 
then be coming home. But I[ hold 
that even if the grievances did exist 
to an intolerable extent there was 
the unanswerable argument that we had 
no right to interfere. It has been ad- 
mitted over and over again that the 
Transvaal was an independent Govern- 
ment so far as regards internal affairs. 
Lord Salisbury has said so, the First Lord 
of the Treasury admitted it, and so did 
the late Right Hon. W.. H. Smith. I 
should like to. call the attention of the 
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House to the fact that at the time when 
the Colonial Secretary was endeavouring 
to prevail on President Kruger to come 
over to this country, to discuss matters, 
President Kruger objected, on the ground 
that the discussion of these grievances 
would be a tacit admission on his part of 
the right of this country to interfere in 
the internal affairs of the Transvaal. 
And what was the answer of the Colonial 
Secretary to that objection’? He said 


**Her Majesty's Government do not claim 
any right under the Convention to prescribe 
the particular reforms which should be made 
in the South African Republic. . . . They 
consider that they are entitled to make such 
friendly representations on behalf of British 
subjects.” 


And he goes on to say 


“Such a discussion as they contemplate 
would not involve any acknowledgment on 
ithe part of the President of a right of inter- 
ference in the internal concerns of the Republic, 
hut would only, at the most, amount to a 
recognition of the friendly interest of Her 
Majesty s Government in its security, and in 
the general welfare of South Africa.” 

And then there is this further important 
admission— 


“The President would be, of course, at 
liberty to aceept or reject any advice that 
might be tendered to him by Her Majesty’s 
(;overnment.” 


What did the right hon, the Colonial 
Secretary say in this House in answer 
to a speech of the hon. Member for 
the Eeclesall Division of Shettield? In 
March last that hon. Member made an 
attack on the Government because they 
did not make the grievances of the Uit- 
landers a casus belli, and the Colonial 
Secretary said 

* Does the hon. Member wish this Govern- 
ment to send an ultimatum to the Transvaal 
(,overnment on these matters’ Does he wish 
us to insist upon the reforms whieh my hon. 
friend brings before us, and, failing satisfac- 
tion, does he expect us to go to war with the 
Transvaal ?’ 


At that time it was regarded as ridicu- 
lous that this question should lead to 
war. Further on the Colonial Secretary 
said 


“ There are certain clear cases where we can 
intervene, and rightly intervene, in the Trans- 
vaal. In the first place, we may intervene if 
there is any breach of the Convention; but it 
is not contended, so far as I know, that any 
of these things to which my hon. friend refers 
are breaches. Then, no doubt, we should 
thave the usual right of interference if the 


Captain Sinclair, 
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comity of nations is not observed—that is to 
say,that the treatment of British subjectsin the 
Transvaal was of such a nature as would give 
us the right to interfere as to the treatment of 
British subjects in France or Germany. When 
we have been asked to interfere, and when we 
havenot interfered, it has been because we have 
been advised that no such ease has arisen for 
interference.” 


very one of the Uitlander grievances, 
with one exception, were in existence 
long before these words were uttered. 
The only exception was the failure to dis- 
cover the murderer of Mrs. Appleby. It 
does not rest with the Government of a 
country in which Jack the Ripper ran 
riot, and where there was a total failure 
to discover that terrible murderer, to 
complain of a failure to discover one mur- 
derer in the Transvaal. It should he 
remembered that the Transvaal Govern- 
ment issued a reward of £500 for the 
apprehension of Mrs. Appleby’s murderer, 
and that the police of Johannesburg were 
increased, There has been absolutely no 
change in the situation since then. It has 
been argued that although there was no 
Convention right to exact amelioration of 


‘these grievances, yet President Kruger 


made promises during the negotiations for 
the Convention which he has failed to per- 
form. That is not true. Certainly most 
unfortunate misrepresentations have been 
made in the press and in this House in 
regard to that matter. During the con 
versations which led up to the Convention 
of 1881 the President of the Conference 
asked Mr. Kruger, “ Before annexation 
had British subjects complete freedom of 
trade throughout the Transvaal: were 
they on the same footing as the citizens 
of the Transvaal?” To which Mr. Kruger 
replied, ‘They were on the same footing 
as the burghers ; there was nottheslightest 
difference in accordance with the Sand 
River Convention.” The President. said, 
“]T presume you will not object to that 
continuing ;” to which Mr. Kruger 
replied, “No, there will be equal pro- 
tection for everybody.” Sir Evelyn Wood 
interpolated, ‘And equal privileges !” 
When Mr. Kruger replied, “ We make no 
difference so far as burgher rights are 
concerned. There may, perhaps, be some 
slight difference in the case of a young 
person who has just come into the 
country.” Later on it was explained that 
the proper translation and proper meaning 
of “young person” had reference to the 
age of the person, not to the length of 
his residence in the country. [Hon. 
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Members: Oh, oh!] Well, I quote 
Question 1037. Dr. Jorissen said in 
answer: “ At No. 244 the question was, 
‘Is there any distinction in regard to the 
rivileges or rights of Englishmen in the 
Transvaal ?*” and Mr. Kruger answered, 
“No, there is no difference,” and then he 
added, “There may be some slight 
difference in the case of a young person 
just coming into the country.” IT wish to 
say that that might give rise toa wrong 
impression. What Mr. Kruger intended 
to convey was this: ecording to our law, 
anew comer has not his burgher rights 
immediately. The words ** young person” 
do not refer to age, but to the time of 
residence in the Republic.” I want. to 
draw the attention of the House. to the 
fact that my hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Haddingtonshire in the last 
session of Parliament quoted this answer, 
hut omitted the latter part of it referring 
to the exception as to new-comers. — | 
shouted at the time for him to read on, 
Tam afraid rather violently, because at 
the moment I thought the omission 
was designed. [ do not say that now, 
but at any rate it seems that it was an 
important omission. The whole case 
depends on that qualification. Before a 
single word of complaint was uttered as 
to the franchise question, all the 
persons who had come into the 
Transvaal at the time this conversation 
took place would have received the fran- 
chise under the then existing law. The 
question does not rest there. Hon. 
Members will observe that in this connee- 
tion two matters were discussed, namely, 
trading rights and burgher rights. Sir 
Hercules Robinson made reference to 
trading rights, and the assurance was 
given him on that behalf. Then Sir 
Evelyn Wood went on to ask about 
political rights. My point is that the 
question of “trading rights” was dealt 
with in the Convention, and these rights 
were given and accepted, but chat the 
“political rights” were rejected. The 
mere fact that political rights were not 
introduced into the Convention shows 
that the omission of political rights was 
intended. There have been broken 


promises, but the pledge breaker does not 
reside in Pretoria, but nearer home. We 
all know that Dr. Jameson and his con- 
tederates were taken prisoners in accord- 
ance with the fortunes of war. The 
Colonial Secretary interceded for their 
lives on hearing a rumour that they were 
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going to be shot. He telegraphed to 
President Kruger on January 3rd, 1896— 
“Tt is rumoured here that you have ordered 


prisoners to be shot. [I do not believe it, and 
rely on your generosity in the hour of victory.’ 


President Kruger replied that they 
were not going to be shot, but would 
be dealt with according to law. There- 
upon the Colonial Secretary directed 
this telegram to be sent. (He had five or 
six days before written to the Chartered 
Company to tell them that one of their 
obligations to this country under the 
London Convention was to respect the 
internal independence of the Transvaal 
Government.) This was the Colonial 
Secretary's reply to President Kruger on 
Sth January-—— 


‘| thank your Honour for your message, 
which { will publish as you desire. The press 
have not given credence to the ramours about 
cruelty to the prisoners ; and for myself [have 
always felt confiience in your magnanimity. 
[ have sent an lnperial officer to Buluwayo to 
see that my orders are obeyed, and to prevent 
the possibility of any further raid ; and your 
Honour may rest confident that I will strietly 
uphold all the obligations of the London Con- 
vention of 1884.” 


Six days before that promise was made 
he publicly acknowledged that one of the 
obligations was the internal independence 
of the Transvaal. He secured the lives of 
the prisoners on the assurances given ; 
but the history told by the different books 
shows that, in dispatch after dispatch, the 
promise made by the Colonial Secretary 
has been broken ; and still the supporters 
of the Government retain a Minister in 
oftice who has departed from his pledged 
word, and Who goes about the country 
denouncing the men whose clemency he 
has acknowledged, and urging the country 
to go to war with them. I will only deal 
with another matter in connection with 
the cause of the war. I will tell the 
House what was the real cause of it. It 
may be summed up in one word, “ Bluff, 
bluff!” T am perfectly certain that the 
country never intended to go to war on 
account of these grievances. We were 
assured by the Cape press that we 
had only to be firm in our attitude 
and point onr cannon at President 
Kruger and he would climb down. | 
am afraid | cannot acquit the Liberal 
party from some share of blame in the 
action we took. My conscience, at any 
rate, is entirely free from the stain of a 
single drop of the blood that is being shed 
Kourth Day. 
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in South Africa. I protested last year 
and the year before last, in season and out 
of season ; but Tam afraid some of our 
Liberal friends did not do as much as 
they might. They wanted to give the 
game of “bluff” a chance of succeeding. 
We were denounced as encouraging the 
Transvaal in its resistance ; but I am glad 
to say that the Leader of the Opposition 
put our party completely right on the 
question of principle, although I should 
have been glad if it had been followed 
up more vigorously. Had we done 
so, | am sure there would never 
have been war. Not only were we told 
that President Kruger would give way, 
but that these Boers were ignorant 
farmers, who would never be able to 
hold together against a disciplined army. 
We were told that after a month 
in the fiell they would he wanting 
to go back to their farms and crops. 
Moreover, we were told that they had 
lost all their skill in shooting since 
game had disappeared ; that they could 
not maintain themselves in the field be- 
cause they had no commissariat and no 
transport arrangements. What is the 
result? They have a transport service 
which has surprised the world, for 
instance, in their use of siege guns as 
field guns that nobody ever dreamt of 
before. It is one of the complaints made 
against the Government by their own 
supporters that the artillery of the Trans- 
vaal has outranged our guns. But. all 
these facts were unknown or ignored, in 
order to egg the country on to war. The 
war party knew perfectly well that if the 
people of England and the Members of 
this House were acquainted with the real 
state of things, the course of action 
entered upon by the Colonial Secretary 
would not have been persisted in. The 
facts were kept hidden. Sir, my opinion 
is that the war fever in this country has 
simply been worked up. Reference has 
been made to the speech of the 
First Lord of the Treasury at 
Manchester, where he said, dealing with 
the question of inadequate preparations 
and the charge of his own supporters, 
that it would have been impossible to 
get this House, if it had been asked 
to do so in June or July last, to sanction 
a vote for the purposes of the war. 
He omitted to state the real reason. I 
entirely agree with the First Lord of the 
Treasury. What he said was perfectly 
true. He also said that it was most diffi- 
Mr. Broun Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 
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cult to project themselves back six 
months, and to the state of feeling that 
existed then. That is also true; but the 
real reason for the attitude taken up by 
the Government in not getting the House 
to vote for war in July was because the 
House would at that time have recoiled 
with horror from the idea of waging war 
on account of the dynamite monopoly, or 
on account of this question of franchise. 
Nobody would have dreamt of it. There- 
fore, to secure the vote it was necessary 
to work up the war feeling. That is the 
secret of the new diplomacy as against the 
old diplomacy. The difference between 
the two is that under the old diplomacy 
the object was to avert war. The object 
of the new diplomacy is to ensure war, 
and in order to do that it was neces- 
sary to excite popular feeling. That is 
the reason why Sir Alfred Milner’s des- 
patch was instantly published. And so 
the angry feeling spread on the 
instant. That underlies the explana- 
tion given by the First Lord of the 
Treasury at Manchester; and Lord Salis- 
bury said practically the same thing in 
the House of Lords, when attempting to 
justify this new diplomacy. He said it was 
necessary in order to carry the country 
with them. As long as the country 
remained cool and ealm, the disproportion 
between issues in dispute, and sacrifices, 
and horrors of war could be kept steadily 
in view. But once let popular resentment 
loose, and calm reason and argument 
vanished. [have only one other ques- 
tion to deal with in the points raised by 
this debate. There was a taunting laugh 
when [ referred to President Kruger’s 
statement that he would never invade 
our territory unless we invaded his. I 
say that he has not broken his promise. 
It is idle to say that the ultimatum was 
the cause of the war. As it is put in the 
excellent words of Lord Crewe: “ If the 
ultimatum made war inevitable, who made 
the ultimatum inevitable?” What was 
the actual fact! The members of the 
Government did not apparently know, for 
the First Lord of the Admiralty misstated 
the dates. The actual fact was to be found 
here: The normal garrison in South 
Africa was 10,000. Between June and 
October the normal garrison sprang from 
10,000 to 24,700 men; and it was in- 
creased with a view of enforcing our 
demands upon the Transvaal. Neverthe- 
less, President Kruger did not make war. 
It was on the 29th September last, accord- 
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ing to the speech of the Under Secretary | the slaughter of hundreds of lives. Two 
of State for War, that the Government | Anglesey gentlemen, living within a few 
came to the decision to send an armed | miles of my house, were among the 
force to South Africa. That decision | officers killed in the disaster of Spion 
was immediately announced in the | Kop. I say, Sir, that it is maddening to 
Government orgaus. The newspapers all | think of gallant lives being thus sacri 
stated that a field force was going to be | fieed, and this horrible war being waged, 
sent to South Africa, and that Parliament | to play the game of an unscrupulous and 
was going to be called together in order | greedy gang of capitalists. 

to vote Supplies. Nevertheless, even | 

then President Kruger did not send an CoLoneL SAUNDERSON : I listened 
ultimatum. He was asked to take the ‘ 

AN oe oe ae to the speech of the hon. Gentlerian who 
assurances of certain newsnapers. He ce ay : 
aa has just sat down, and I fail to discover 

any indication in his speech of any sound 

“| do not care what the newspapers say. | | ren . i 
[look to the actions of Her Majesty's Govern. | @™gument against the policy pursued by 
ment.” Her Majesty’s Government. He has 

found fault with the Government for 
Then on the 7th October came the Royal | increasing our armaments, and yet I find 
Proclamation calling this House together that he himself finds fault with Her 
to vote those ten millions in order to send | Majesty’s Government for not taking 
out that field force. On the 9th October, | proper precautions before the outbreak of 
two days later, we sent the ultimatum.| war in South Africa. There is this 
Now, if the ultimatum caused the war, peculiarity in the speech of the hon. 
then the Government must be impaled on Gentleman who has just sat down, and 
the horns of a dilemma. The Govern-| in the speeches of other Members on that 
ment undertook to send out 48,000 side of the House. They have devoted 
troops in addition to those sent out nearly all their speeches to vilifying their 
already, to march through our colonies to own country. I cannot conceive any 
the frontier of the Transvaal, then, having accusation brought against a country 
done that, our ultimatum was to be sent | more unpatriotic than that of aceusing 
to President Kruger formulating our one’s country of engaging in an utterly 
demands. Then, if President Kruger unjust war. The difference between the 
declined the ultimatum, would we order, hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
that army of 75,000 men to the right and the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ebout and ship them back to England | ber for South Aberdeen, whom we listened 
without fighting. It was either that or | to to-night, is that the former did not tell 
we meant war. I venture to say that | us how he is going to vote, or whether he 
there is not a statesman or military man is going to vote at all. The right hon. 
in the world who would not say that after | Gentleman the MemberforSouth Aberdeen 
the decision to send out the Army Corps | gave us a long dissertation to prove that 
the Boers had only two alternatives before | this country is absolutely unjust in the 
them —-either complete submission or war, | war now proceeding in South Africa, and 
No, Sir, this is what I have all along re-, yet he concluded by saying that he 
garded as an unjust and iniquitous war. intended to give his support to the 
It is a war waged on behalf of capti- | Government in carrying the war on. 
talists, and the most unscrupulous set of The right hon. Gentleman !ed us to 
capitalists that the world has ever seen. believe that as he declared this to be an 
That charge has not been met. It has | unjust war he would not support the 
been evaded in the most puerile fashion by Government in carrying it on; but the 
Lord Salisbury. He said that “it was sug-| contrary is the fact. Sir, the speeches 
gested they (the Ministers) wanted to put | to-night struck me as showing that hon. 
money into their pockets.” We do not sug-| Gentlemen opposite are utterly out of 
gest that. What we do suggest is that they | touch with the country. The country 
were the willing dupes of the people in| does not care a jot for these academic 
South Africa who wanted to put money | utterances. I could understand these 
into their own pockets. Not only did the | speeches and the speech of the right hon. 
capitalists make war, but the press made | Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
war, and we are face to face with the con- | deen if they had been made last session, 
sequences, the terrible consequences, in| but I cannot conceive a man, who calls 
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himself a Briton, making such speeches | but I never remember a vote of want 


while the war is going on. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): He’s a Celt. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON: I will 
attend to you before I am done. 
sir, that a great responsibility lies upon 
this House in regard to the present stage 
of the history of this country. I do 
not for a moment believe that the 
country is in danger; I do not think 
the country was ever stronger. But it is 
a grave crisis—a turning point in the 
history of the country, and, therefore, a 
serious one. I should have imagined 
that before putting down what amounts 
to a vote of want of confidence in the 
Government—a serious step, and one 
which is unprecedented in the history of 
the country——hon. Gentlemen opposite 
would have considered well their conduct ; 
for I can find no analogous case, when a 
great war is going on, where Parliament 
has endeavoured to bring about a vote of 
want of confidence in the Government. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Chatham 


and Fox. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : 


not in this century. 


Certainly 


ae 
‘OX 18 IN 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
this century. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : They must 
have thought of the seriousness of the 
step when they put that vote on the 
Paper. What does it mean ? 
that, if adopted, the Amendment will 
turn out Her Majesty’s Government who 


|of confidence being proposed 


I feel, | 
‘to the best of their ability. 


| site. 


against 


|any Government, and supported in the 


way pursued by hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
Now, Sir, the issue before the 
House is of the simplest possible descrip- 
tion. There is a great task before the 
courtry and before the Government. The 
Government are carrying out that task 
And _ the 
Opposition have put a vote on the Paper 
which, if carried, will turn the Govern- 
ment out. The House of Commons is in- 
vited to cast its eye upon the roll of gen- 


' tlemen who sit on that side of the table. 


and those who sit on this side ; and it is 
asked to decide which party is most likely 
to carry out the task successfully. The 
peculiarity of the situation is to be found 
in hon. Gentlemen getting up on that side 
of the House and saying that they intend 
to support the Government, while at the 
same time they seem to desire to turn 


/them out. So when [ listened to the 
very able speech of the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for the Berwick 


It means | 


are conducting this war, and those gen- | 


tlemen opposite will step into their places. 
I have been a Member of this House for 
the last thirty-five vears. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On_ the 


Liberal side. 


Division, who spoke last night, I was 
astonished. I never heard more patriotic 
sentiments uttered than those of the 
hon. Baronet. He said it was a perfectly 
just war, and he was apparently satisfied 


with the speech made by my _ hon. 
friend the Under Secretary of State 
for War. He said it had _ relieved 
‘him of a_ great weight, and had 


satisfied his mind, and that he intended 
to give the Governmentall thesupportin his 
power, and yet he said that he was going 
to vote against them. All I can make 
out is that the hon. Baronet and those 
with him look upon this Amendment as 
a sort of tonic administered to Her 
Majesty's Government, not with a view 
of turning them out, but by way of 
stimulating them to further efforts in the 
discharge of their task. The House is 
asked to judge between the Front Oppo- 


| sition bench and Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment ; and I imagine that the House will 


' take a businesslike view of the situation, 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : That was | 
‘an incredibly short space of time they 


hefore the Liberals proposed to sell their 
country. 


During the course of these | 


years I have heard many votes of want | 
of 


confidence raised 


Colonel Suunderson, 


and see which set of Gentlemen is likely 
to see the thing most successfully through. 
Well, observe what the Government have 
done. They have succeeded in doing 
what no other Government in this or any 
other country have ever done before. In 


landed’ 160,000 men in South 
More than that, the Govern- 


have 
Africa. 


in this House, | ment intend to carry on the war to a 
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triumphant conclusion. The question is, 
would the opposite party, if they came 
into power, carry out that policy ? Some 
of them look upon this as an unjust war ; 
but I ask you to support the Government 
who are most likely to terminate the 
struggle with success. If the Ainendment 
is carried the present Government will 
leave the Treasury Bench ; and they will 
he replaced by right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Then these right hon, Gentle- 
men who formed the Government 
would be absolutely dependent for the 
position they occupied on the Treasury 
Bench on the votes of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. They would be de- 
pendent on the votes of eighty Irish 
Nationalists who sit below the gangway, 
and I ask you how you could trust a 
Government so supported to carry out 
the task? I think, Sir, it is absolutely 
necessary, before this House, by displacing 
the present Government, brings about the 
appointment of such a set of gentlemen 
to carry on the business of the country, 
to bear well in mind the results that 
would follow the administration of such a 
Government. Now, a very distinguished 
Member opposite—the hon. Member for 
Waterford 

made a speech at a meeting of the 


Irish Nationalist Members on Tuesday ' 


last, which I ask you to consider, 
because it directly bears on the position 
of the party supported by the — hon. 
Member. He said, “It was no exaggera- 
tion to say that now, for the first time 
since the Union, the power of England 
was seriously menaced. Her prestige, 
which had protected her so long, was at | 
this moment almost shattered—{An Hon. 
Member: Lord Rosebery said so.] 


and no man could tell what might 
arise out of such a situation.” 


If the Government were changed and if 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite took the 
places of the present occupants of the 
Treasury bench, they would practically 
be atthe mercy ofeighty Nationalist votes. 
I think the House ought to consider 
whether « Government supported in | 
that manner would be likely to be a) 
Government that would carry out the 
will of the nation—for it is the will of the 


nation—to bring this war to its proper 
conclusion. Distinguished Irishmen on 


the other side of the channel have also 
been making remarks in the same direc- 


tion. A distinguished man in Ireland 
made the following statement. [An 


{2 Fepruary 1900} 


who I am glad to see to-day | 





534 


Hon. MemBer: Who is he ?] The Mayor 
of Limerick. He said— 
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“ The British soldiers are falling before the 
| Boers, and when the Boers have taken the 
| ‘stuffing’ out of them, then the men of Cork 
| and the rest of [reland will lend a hand.” 
| 
| When the “stuffing” was taken out of 
| the British soldiers, then the courage of 
| the Irish nation would rise to the proper 
| point. If this motion were carried not 
| only would the British soldiers be attacked 
| in tront by the Boers, but also they would 
| be liable to be attacked in the rear, for 
| the Nationalists never attacked in thefront. 


|[Several Hon. MempBers: Withdraw, 
withdraw !] 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 


What about the Tugela? Why are you 
not at the front with the Cavan Militia ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [hope hon. Members 
will confine their interruptions within 
proper limits. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask you, 
Sir, on a point of order, whether the 
speeches of the Mayor of Limerick are 
relevant to this Vote ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As | understand, the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman is show- 
ing what would be the consequences of 
carrying a vote of censure. 


Mr. DILLON: May I be permitted to 
point out that the right hon. Gentleman 
made a grossly insulting observation to 
Irishmen ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman did not, in my opinion, exceed 
the limits of Parliamentary language in 
what he said. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN (Donegal, N.): 


He said that Nationalists were cowards. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Why 


should he insult Irishmen ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to say that 
we are in no humour to stand insults 
from the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. DILLON: Why don’t you go out 
and fight ? 


Fourth Day. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: How many 
Orangeman had Buller with him? You 
go and insult Butler. Where is the 


Cavan Militia ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must ask hon. Members to abstain from 
these disorderly interruptions. 


Mr. T. 


sulted by no one. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: You, Sir, 
ought to protect us from being insulted. 
Why should we he insulted here? If I 
had said anything of the kind I would 
not have been permitted. 


Mr. DILLON: Go out and fight the 
Boers. You are always bragging here of 
what you will do against us. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask you, Sir, on a point of order, 
whether an expression does not exceed 
the limits of Parliamentary usage when 
it is to the effect of the one used by the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman that 
Nationalists never attack in front ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
asks me a question on a point of order, 
and his supporters raise a clamour which 
prevents me from answering. 
it is hardly courteous to the Chair. 
The hon. Member asks me whether such 
an expression is out of order. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Whether it 


{COMMONS} 


I think | 


| House they may come. 
M. HEALY: We will be in- | 
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Members of this House, they were in 
order. It may be a question of taste on 
one side or the other whether such 
language should be used. I have no 
control over that. I can only speak on 
questions of order, and to the best of my 
ability I decide them with perfect im- 
partiality from whichever side of the 
I am doing so 
in the present instance, and I hope hon. 
Members will give me credit for doing 
so, and will pay some attention to my 
ruling. 


SEVERAL Hon. MEMBERS: Withdraw 
withdraw ! 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON: 1. will 
withdraw. When the expression escaped 
my lips I did not mean to insult hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. I am an Irishman 
myself, and I am as proud as they are of 
Irish valour, and when I used the expres- 
sion I was simply thinking of historical 
records in Ireland, which I thought jus- 
tified me in saying what I did. I wish to 
withdraw it. 


Mr. DILLON: That is making the 
observation twice as bad. Withdraw it 
like a gentleman. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: This 
will be nice reading at Pretoria for 


Kruger. 


Mr. DILLON : Three times as many of 
our men have been killed at the front as 
of Englishmen. It is an insulting obser- 
vation. It is a most cowardly and insult- 


ing observation. 


exceeds the usages of Parliamentary 
debate. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That is the same | 
thing. I say that in my opinion it is not | 


out of order, and I will tell the House 
why. If the observation had been made 
in a sense in which it was a personal 


reflection upon Members of this House | 


or upon their courage, then it would be 
out of order. 
in considering whether a matter is dis- 
orderly or is within the freedom of debate, 


But a line must be drawn | 


and I am quite sure that, if hon. Mem- | 


bers will reflect, they will admit that 
they have often used, without being 


interrupted, language with reference | 
to the English people which is as 


offensive to the feelings of English- 
men. In so _ doing, provided 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
hardly going the right way, it seems to 
me, to obtain anything like an expression 
of regret from the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman opposite when he charges him 
with being cowardly. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
don’t you ask him to withdraw ? 


Why 


AN Hon. MEMBER: Name, name! 


Mr. DILLON: Mr. Speaker, we are 
Irish Nationalists, and when the right 


_hon. Gentleman used the expression he 


they | 
did not make a personal attack upon | 





used, we were justified in applying it to 
ourselves, and we did apply it to our- 
selves, and we regard it as a gross reflec- 
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tion upon every Member who sits upon| *Mr. SPEAKER: I am sure that when 
these benches. And when the right hon. | the right hon. and gallant Gentleman is 
Gentleman stood up to make some sort of | told that what he said is understood by 


apology or withdrawal, what is the 
explanation he offered us? Why, that 
he had in mind the records of our race 


| 
| 


| 


and that he based his reflections upon | 


those records. 
more insulting. 

SEVERAL Hon. MEMBERS : Withdraw, 
withdraw ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : May I venture, 
very respectfully, if I am not out of 
order, Mr. Speaker, to appeal to both 
sides of the House, to my right hon. and 
gallant friend as well as to Gentlemen 
opposite, to allow a controversy to drop 
as to an observation which really was not 
intended to be offensive. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN 


him speak for himself. 


(Kilkenny): Let 


Send him 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 


to the House of Peers; we have had 
enough of him. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 


Leader of the House is a gentleman, 
and would not use such language. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 


he is a gentleman. 


Oh, ves, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have been, 
in my time, severely attacked myself by 
hon, Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. SWIFT 
insulted you. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have said 
hard things of them —-— 


Mr. DILLON: You never called us 


cowards. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And I am glad 
to think it has not interfered with our 
good relations. My right hon. and gallant 
friend has explained that he did not 
intend anything offensive to hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, and, therefore, not in the 
interests of my right hon. and gallant 
friend or of any section of the House, 
but in the general interest, I appeal to 
hon. Members to allow the incident to 
end. 


MacNEILL: We never | 


I say nothing could be | 


hon. Gentlemen on the other side to 
apply to them personally he will with- 
draw it. 


CoLoNnEL SAUNDERSON : Certainly, 
Sir: I withdraw the observation. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I hope 
the Irish soldiers in South Africa will 
read what you said of them. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I would 
only point out to the House that a 
Government supported by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would not be likely to carry on 
the war at present being waged or any 
other affair connected with the welfare of 
the Empire in a satisfactory manner, and 
therefore | say that when the House of 
Commons decides what set of men shall 
administer the affairs of the country they 
will decide by an overwhelming majority 
upon the present Government as _prefer- 
able to a Government which would have 
to depend for support on hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Now I ask myself the question 
what object right hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site have in putting this motion on the 
Paper! They say they do not want to 
weakenthe Government ; then why wasthe 
motion put on the Paper? Thespeech of the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Berwick 
Division could have been made on the main 
question, and [ cannot conceive how a man 
like the hon. Baronet can bring himself 
to vote for this Amendment after having 
made the speech he did last night. That 
is beyond my comprehension. Now we 
come to the question of the justice of 
this war. I believe the British people 
desire to be perfectly clear in their con- 
science as to its justice. [am not misinter- 
preting the opinion of hon. Gentlemen on 
this side of the House when I say that 
never in the history of this country has a 
more just and honourable war been en- 
gaged in. What is it that has brought 
on this war?’ And now I may say 
that 1 do not hold Her Majesty’s Goy- 
ernment as altogether blameless. What 
I blame the Government and the pre- 
ceding Government for is that they 
allowed the Transvaal to increase its 
armaments without any sufficient protest. 
We know on high authority that the re- 
sponsibility has been cast on the framers 
of the treaties of 1881 and 1884, but you 
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cannot shuffle off responsibility in that 
way. That is exactly the way we were 
treated—perhaps that is why I dislike it 
so much——-when we tried to effect some 
alteration in the Land Bill. We were 
told that it was our duty to carry it to 
its logical conclusion, but that was not 
an argument that went home to the 
minds of the Irish landlords. Now we 
are told that the responsibility rests with 
the framers of the treaties of 188] and 
1884, because in those treaties no 
mention was made of armaments in the 
Transvaal. [ donot think that that is an 
argument which justifies the action of 
this Government or the Government 
which preceded it. I believe the duty of 
a Government, if they find that a mis- 
take had been made by their predecessors, 
is to remedy it. Everybody knew 
these armaments were being collected. 
The First Lord of the Treasury tells us 
that the Government were hi ampered in 
their action by the raid, but a really big 
man is never interfered with in doing 
what he thinks is right by considerations 
of that kind. The raid was universally 
condemned in this House’ and in the 
country, and I never heard or read of 
one word having been said or written 
which would lead to the idea that the 
raid was not absolutely condemned. 
It was condemned by the British people, 
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but President Kruger, who is an ex- 
tremely wise man, made use of it to 


multiply the armaments of the Transvaal. 
How did he do it? It is a favourite 
statement on the other side of the House 
that this war was caused by the gold 
interest in South Africa. It is perfectly 
true that gold brought the war about 

and in this way. Had gold not been dis- 
covered in South Africa the Boers would 
not have been able to arm themselves : 
but when this immense gold field was dis- 
covered, te what use did the Boers put 
it! Two uses. First of all they feathered 
their own nests, and in the second place 
they turned the Transvaal into the 
greatest military power in South Africa. 
Anyone who has carefully followed the 
history of our dealings with the Trans- 
vaal during the last few years 
deeply regret that when millions were 
being spent on Creusot guns and ammuni- 
tion of all kinds we had not a Govern- 
ment with the courage to say: “These 
armaments must cease.” That is really 
the cause of the present war. 

been brought about by the 


Colonel Saunderson, 


malice or 


{COMMONS} 
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ingenuity of the British Government. | 
do not believe any man in Great Britain 
or in the Empire covets an acre of the 
Transvaal. It is said we want the gold 
fields, but what use would the gold fields 
be to the British people ! How would 
any particle of the gold find its way 


the (ucews Speech. 


‘into the pocket of the British taxpayer ! 


that , 
‘wish the 


must | 


It has not | 


Hon. Gentlemen opposite are quite shrewd 
enough to know that a great deal of the 
gold interest in South Africa belongs to 
foreign countries. I believe that there are 
thirty millions of French money and forty 
millions of German money invested in the 
Rand, and [ cannot imagine how hon. 
Gentlemen can use an argument of such 
a clap-trap description when they state 
that we are eager to get the goldfields, 
That certainly is not an argument that 
will appeal to the British people. I only 
Government had followed the 
example of President Kruger. It will be 
in the recollection of the House, because 
it happened only a very few years ago, 
that President Kruger asked for an 
explanation from the British Govern- 
ment regarding some small increase in 
our armaments in South Africa, and 
the Government responded. 1 deeply 
regret that the Government did not follow 
the wise example of President Kruger, 
and demand an explanation as to why the 


Transvaal armaments were being in- 
creased, and use all the power of the 


British Empire to put a stop to them, 
because they could only end in war. 
When I visited the Transvaal | made all 
the inquiries | could regarding its arma- 
ments, and it appears that our Govern- 
ment were perfectly well aware of them. 
What were these armaments for! Were 
they for the purpose of repelling another 
raid by three or four hundred Rhodesian 
policemen ? Why, Sir, it was patent to the 
world that these armaments, paid for by 
the gold of the Uitlanders, were directed 
against the British Empire. When I was 
in South Africa I did not take very long 
to find out that war was inevitable. [| 
found the Transvaal armed to the teeth, 
and its armaments could only have been 
collected in contemplation of war with 
this country. I found further that there 
— an organisation though it may not 
he called a conspiracy —with its head- 
quarters in Pretoria, and its agents all 
over Cape Colony paid by the Transvaal. 
That was the Airikander Bond, which 
had for its object the est: ablishment of a 
Dutch nation throughout South Africa. 
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That cannot’ be denied. 
tained money from the Transvaal and that 


money was used to return members to the : 


Cape Legislature. Every British man in 
South Africa, in common with many 
Nationalist [Irishmen in that country, 
who are as loyal to the Empire as my- 
self, and who [ am glad to see have 
condemned the action of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, knew that these efforts on the 
part of the Transvaal and the arming of 


the Free State and the Dutch in our own | 


colony could have only one object—-to 
drive the British out of South Africa. 


We had only two alternatives--either to , 


force the supremacy of the Crown to be 
admitted or to scuttle out of the country. 
It is said that we have gone to war on 
behalf of the Uitlanders. Ido not believe 


it The treatment of the Uitlanders 
was unbearable. We created the Dutch 
Republic, and the Uitlanders — had 


as much right to be in the country as the 
joers themselves, and to be treated on an 
equality with other white men, but when 
they were treated as helots, subject to 
taxation without representation, then the 
Government, if the supremacy of the 
Crown meant anything had a right to 


interfere. The  Uitlanders’ grievances 
were the pivot round which — the 


supremacy of the Crown in South Africa | 


turned, and accordingly the Government 
determined to enforce the supremacy of 
the Crown, and in doing that they are 
backed by the British people. It appears 
tome that some hon. Gentlemen in this 
House are out of touch 
British people in this matter. ‘Two 
nights ago after having listened to 
speeches from the opposite side of the 
House which tried to show that the 
British people were engaged in an unjust 
war, [ went to a London railway station 
and there I saw a train full of young 
Yeomen who had left their occwpations, 
and were going to Liverpool to embark 
for South Africa. There was a crowd on 
the platform cheering them, and I com- 
pared what I witnessed with what I had 
heard in this House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Why 
do you not go out yourself ? 
CotonsEL SAUNDERSON : The hon. 


Gentleman asks me why I do not go out 
myself. Unfortunately I am_ suffering 


from an incurable disease—Anno Domini 
—and Lam afraid that after a man has 
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with the | 
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passed the age of sixty he is not allowed 
to volunteer. 
Mr. T. M. 
Roberts ? 


HEALY : How 


old is 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON: Oh! if 
Her Majesty would make me a field- 
marshal, possibly I might go; but I am 
afraid that as a Volunteer my age is a 
barrier. The hon. Member for East Clare 
professes great admiration for the Boers 
as well as a considerable dislike for the 
British Empire. He is at present in the 
flower of his age. Whe does he not go 
out to the Transvaal ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I would 
go to the Transvaal with pleasure, only I 
serve the cause of the 
Boers and liberty a great deal better here 
in this House. 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON : After that 
remark, I think the House will see it 
would not be very safe to have a Govern- 
ment dependent on hon. (rentlemen oppo- 
site, but I think I can promise the hon. 
Gentleman and any hon. Member opposite 
not debarred by age, that if they have 
any inclination to go to the Transvaal, 
the Government will not offer any oppo 
sition whatever to their going. They will 
get every facility for going, however it 


‘may be as regards their coming back. 


We are about to decide whether Her 
Majesty’s Government are more likely to 
carry this war to a successful termination 
than a Government dependent on the 
assistance of hon. Gentlemen opposite. I 
should not like to insult the House of 
Commons by imagining that it would 
decide in any other way than by rejecting 
the Amendment. It is said that this war, 
even if carried to a successful termina- 
tion, will be disastrous to South Africa, 
and will leave in the minds of the Dutch 
a feeling of racial hatred which time will 
not obliterate. I do not believe it. I 
believe the Dutch in South Africa made 
two mistakes. They adopted two false 


standards : they measured the pluck 
and endurance of the British soldier 
by the Majuba_ standard, and they 


measured the determination of the 
Government of this country and of 
the British people by the Gladstone 
standard. They have found that both 
these standards were fallacious. However 
this war may end, the Boer soldier and 
the British soldier — whether he be 
Fourth Day. 
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Irish, English, or Scotch-—have learned to 


{COMMONS} 


respect each other’s valour. Neither side | 
will be able to pour contempt on the | 


other. No man admires the courage and 
war genius of the Boers more than I do, 
and the Boers themselves will admit that 
they never met a more courageous 
antagonist than the British soldier. I 
look with confidence to the time when, 
after the war is over, Briton and Boer, 
thus respecting each other, will live in 


peace together in South Africa, and 
when the Boers will realise, as other 
nationalities have realised, that under 


the British flag they are sure to enjoy 
what other people living under that flag 
enjoy —both freedom and liberty. 


*Mr. BIRRELL (Fife, W.): The right 
hon. Gentleman who has just concluded 
the most repulsive speech which [, at all 
events, have ever heard in this House 
began by calling down the vials of his 
wrath upon my right hon. friend the 


Member for South Aberdeen for vilifying | 


his country, but he had not been speaking 
many minutes before a scene arose pain- 
ful to witness, and at atime like this dis- 
graceful to contemplate. Whose fault 
was that? 
good feeling and patriotism of the man 
who, at a time like this, knowing well the 
inflammable material of which he himself 
is composed, and with which he has to 
deal, deliberately goes out of his way 
to pour insults upon his countrymen ? 
For my part [ rise with considerable re- 
luetance to take part in this debate, 
which in my judgment is already too pro- 
tracted. But I ask myself why it has 
heen so protracted. [do not think that 
the rank and file of the House ought to 
bear the blame for that. It is due to the 
vanity and conceit of the members of the 
front benches, who cannot make up their 


What are we to say of the | 


minds when they are to speak, who | 


nourish the delusion that Her Majesty 
called this House together to hear them 
talk, and who positively regard every 
Parliamentary day as epicures look upon 


a joint which has only two or three prime | 
‘to be told by the Under Secretary for 


cuts, and unless they can have one 
of these they will not speak at all. 
The other hours of the day they treat as 
offal, on which the rank and file may 
please themselves by spending their time | 
until the moment arrives for another 
prime cut off the joint. This course is | 
making our debates both uninteresting | 
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the Colonial Secretary should not have 
spoken to-night or last night, and I do 
not know why the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth conceals 
himself in this debate until the hour has 
arrived for the delivery of some marvellous 
oration. I should like to see the leaders 
listening to the debates, and actively con- 
tributing to bring them to a proper 
conclusion. Then debate would be 
conducted as it ought to be con- 
ducted in the interests of the House 
and the country. However, — these 
great men have not yet polished their 
tu quoque, and we must be content to 
occupy time until they are ready, and | 
do not know that I have not as much 
right to occupy this time--to feed upon 
this offal—as anyone else. I must 
say, however, that to a private Member 
like myself, guiltless of my country’s blood, 
and anxious only for the well-being and 
well-doing of my country, in whose future 
fortunes some at all events of the best 
hopes of humanity are, in my opinion, in- 
volved and bound up, the course of this 
debate has been somewhat depressing. | 
know, of course, we have no right to 
expect—certainly we have no power 
to insist—that the best interests of the 
country shall at all times be served in the 
Council Chamber by statesmen of wisdom 
and foresight, and richly endowed with 
that political imagination without which 
there can be no wisdom or foresight. Nor 
‘an we expect that our generals shall 
always exhibit military skill in the field, 
The only working definition of a states- 
man that I have been able to devise is a 
politician with a salary. And, as 
for our soldiers, unfortunately there 
seems to be nothing in our military 


experience and training to — enable 
even an expert like Lord Wolseley 
to select those generals likely to 


exhibit in the field the highest quali- 
ties of military skill. We must take what 
we can get, and if our generals do not run 
away, and if our salaried politicians do 
not take bribes, that is all we can expect. 
Nevertheless, it was somewhat depressing 


War in his speech—on which I would 


| gladly lavish praise if praise of mine were 
| worth having, or if he cared to be praised 


? 
in a crisis like this, for mere oratorical 
skill—of what he honestly called the 
disastrous events in South Africa. Our 
great army, which was to advance in 


wnd depressing. I can see no reason why ' triumph to Pretoria, is now cut up into 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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three hopeless and helpless sections ; a 
large body of men are shut up in a place 
which, from a military point of view, 


js not worth the life of a single 
mule; and thousands of our soldiers 


are now living in the capital of the 
foe, fed by the bounty-—the generous 
bounty—of the enemy. I should like to 
be told that these disastrous events were 
due to some attributable cause. But 
they were not. There was no lack of 
anything. The Intelligence Department 
told the Government everything; there 
was no lack of money—the Treasury gave 
all it was asked for ; there was no lack of 
men, aye, there was no lack of anything 
—except brains. That is in itself some- 
what depressing, and we naturally cannot 
but criticise those whose hard luck it is 
to accept the whole responsibility for this 
matter—and a grave and serious matter 
itis. [am not blaming Her Majesty’s 
Ministers, but the whole history of our 
connection with South Africa is one long 
commentary, often written in blood, upon 
the melancholy saying, ‘ With how little 
wisdom the world is governed.” I quite 
avree with one criticism passed by the 
First Lord of the Treasury on the word- 
ing of this Amendment. He asked why 
oly from 1895. If you want even- 
handed justice you must devise a resolu- 
tion which will condemn the lack of 
political imagination of every Colonial 
Secretary who has held the seals of office 
during the present century. But what is 
it we find fault with to-day?) Why the 
man and even the boy in the street know it. 
What is the offence urged against the Go- 
vernment ! It is twofold. There was the 
delusion that President Kruger would not 
fight, and the neglect to give proper 
protection to our Colony of Natal. Why 
were Ministers persuaded that President 
Kruger would not fight ? Who told them 
that lie? Who disseminated that dis- 
honouring suspicion | I have no doubt— 
though I cannot prove it-—that it could 
be traced to the fons et origo mali in this 
case-—Mr. Rhodes. He has said over and 
over again that the bravery of the Boers 
was an unpricked bubble, and that they 
would not fight. Mr. Rhodes is the very 
last man whose opinion I would take on 
any subject involving the nobler aspects 
of humanity. He has so long worshipped 
the power of money—I will not say money 
for personal purposes—that he firmly 
believes every man has his price, and that 
he can have a cash deal with any man. 
He thinks no more of buying a news- 
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paper-—-editor, staff, and all—than a 
schoolboy thinks of buying an orange. 
This was not the man whose opinion was 
worth listening to for a moment, as to 
whether these burghers would or would 
not fight. Why should they not fight ? 
We are told that their Government was 
oligarchy. Great heavens! men do 
not fight for governments. Do you 
suppose that the brave men who have 
fallen in the service of the Crown in 
South Africa died with the name of 
“Chamberlain” on their lips! The very 
thought is impious. Do you suppose the 
Boers who have died laid down their lives 
for the dynamite monopoly? As for the 
oer Government being an oligarchy, I 
wonder when did an oligarchy become so 
distasteful to the great Tory party. 
When was our great Empire founded ? 
It was founded in the eighteenth cen- 
tury, and the Government of that time 
was an oligarchy, and when I add that it 
was a Whig oligarchy there is no difficulty 
in coming to the conclusion that it was as 
corrupt as Satan. Nevertheless, out 
soldiers died and cemented with their 
blood that Empire which they founded 
and we talk about. There was no reason 
why the Boers should not fight for what 
they believed to be their independence. 
Ido not believe there is a man in this 
House—and all men are willing to be fair 
to an enemy—who does not believe that 
President Kruger and his burghers had 


grave grounds for the suspicion—if 
not for the belief—that there were in 
South Africa powerful, influential, 


wealthy and unscrupulous men, who were 
aided, supported and sympathised with 
by powerful and wealthy men in this 
country, who would never be content until 
these two Republics which stood between 
them and their dreams—I do not say dis- 
graceful dreams at all—were swept away. 
President Kruger and his burghers had 
grounds for that suspicion, and therefore 
it cannot be denied that in their own 
opinion they are fighting for their 
independence. Whether these men are 
heroes or not is a question I will not dis- 
cuss, but history is full of examples in 
which such men were always supposed 
to be heroes. It was therefore as 
natural and reasonable a thing for any 
rational man to imagine that the Boers 
would fight as anything else that was 
likely to happen in the area of political 
conflict. I think it is a wise and patriotic 
thing to put ourselves as far as we can 
in our enemy’s place and give him as much 


U Fourth Day. 
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credit as we can for generosity. We our own killed and wounded, I do not 


should hold the balance evenly, even 
when our own country is in the scale. 
But I confess that if I thought-—as some 
hon. Members not confined to one side 
of the House think—-that Her Majesty’s 
Ministers had goaded and _ provoked 


President Kruger into this war and had | 
of i 


and } 


made themselves the puppets 
Mr. Rhodes and _ his _ bulls 

bears, I should not be content myself 
with voting for this insignificant 
Amendment. I should think it my duty 
to use every energy I could command, 


| think anyone can read of the sacrifice of life 


among these brave men without shedding 
tears of bitter vexation. This war was 


not, however, desired by the Government 


or the people of this country, and I think 


also that the House of Commons is free 
from any such imputation. We on this 
side are justified in maintaining two 
things: one, that we did not begin this 
war, the necessity for which President 
Kruger might have prevented, and the 


‘other that the war must be carried 
to its legitimate conclusion. If we can 
do it, we must; if we cannot, we 


every force I possessed, to stop this war | 


at once. 1 would do my utmost to have 
a proper message sent to the presidents 


' must submit. 


The legitimate conclusion 


‘of this war is to render a_ repetition 


of the two Republics saying that if | 
| that by any means you like, and [ at all 


they withdrew their troops from the 
Queen’s dominions we would pay the 
whole expenses of such an unjust war. 


' events shall be satisfied. 


But thank God I do not believe anything | 


of the kind. 


I am persuaded that, what- | 


ever the faults, shortcomings, and lack of | 


political imagination, and of all the other | ! 
| be proceeded with until a repetition of it 


great qualities--with which, of course, 
everyone else endowed -— of Lord 
Salisbury’s Cabinet, it was a Cabinet of 
peace. I believe it wanted to keep 
the peace, and although I do not 
blame President Kruger for entertaining 
a contrary opinion, I cannot give over 
my country because another man_ had 
some justification for making a mistake. 
President Kruger could if he liked have 
had peace with that independence 
guaranteed to him under the Convention. 
f he were a genuine lover of peace, if he 
were studiously anxious to do as much 
justice to persons carrying on industries | 
within his dominions as he ought to have | 
been, whether we had a right to interfere 


is 


| next. 


or not, he could have appealed over the | 


head of Mr. Rhodes, over the head of | 
the Colonial Secretary, even over the 
head of Lord Salisbury, if it were | 
necessary, which it was not, to) 
the British people, who, whatever | 
their faults—and they have great 
and even hideous faults if you like | 
—are a generous people, who had no | 
desire to make war on a small republic | 
which they believed at that time was not | 
so well equipped to meet them as it has | 
since proved itself to be. Had he done | 
this, war by us upon him would have been | 
impossible, and war by him upon us un- 
necessary. I do not believe that anyone 
has any other feeling than one of horror 
when they read of the deaths of the | 
Boers ; after we have shed our tears over | 


Mr. Birrell. 








of such a conflict an impossibility. Secure 


When I made 
use of certain language in Manchester, 
which has been referred to, and to which 
I adhere, I was not speaking of any 
permanent Government or anything of 
that kind. 1 meant that the war should 


became an impossibility, and it is for 
Statesmen to consider how best that can 
be done. If it is not done every life lost 
in war and every pound spent on war is 
a life squandered and a pound thrown 
away. I do not intend to occupy the 
time of the House longer, and I only 
wish that the division on this Amend- 
ment had been taken at an hour which 
would have prevented me from making 
any observations at all. 


It being midnight, the Debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Monday 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—MESSAGE 
FROM MAFEKING. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:: I beg to move 
that the House do now adjourn, and, in 
making that motion, perhaps I may be 
permitted by the House to say that I have 
received from Sir Arthur Bigge, by her 
Majesty’s command, a telegram which she 
thinks may interest the. House. It is 
from the Mayor of Mafeking, and is 
dated January The message 
begins :— 

‘“‘ Mafeking, upon the hundredth day of the 
siege, sends loyal devotion to your Majesty, 
and an assurance of the continued resolve to 
maintain your Majesty’s supremacy in this 
town.—WHITELEY, Mayor.” 


27. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve 
of the clock till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | ISOLATION ee te (AMENDMENT) 
| uL [H.L.] 
Monday, 5th February, 1900. | <A Bill to amend the Isolation Hospitals 


| Act, 1893—Was presented by the Earl of 
ee, | Lichfield ; read 1¢; and to be printed. 
ichfield ; ; P 
HOUSE OF LORDS MANUSCRIPTS. _ | (No. 7.) 
The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | _ i ia i li ala 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments| SQUTH AFRICAN WAR—CONTEM- 
had laid upon the Table the Calendar of heaped ee Rapin —— 
the Manuscripts of the House of Lords,| *THE Earn or DUNRAVEN: My 
Volume I. (New Series) (in continuation | Lords, I rise to move to resolve— 
of Historical Manuscripts Commission: | «That in the opinion of this House a 
Fourteenth Report. Appendix, Part full statement as to the military measures 
VL). The same was ordered to be | which Her Majesty’s Government have in 





printed. (No. 5.) contemplation is desirable at the earliest 
| possible moment.” 
tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. [rise really to ask a question of my noble 


ae |friend the Secretary of State for War, 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). | but as I was anxious to make one or two 

; : 4 ., | Observations upon that question I thought 
Minute of the Committee of Council | it would be more in order to put it on the 
on Education in Scotland, dated 5th | notice paper in the form of a motion. I 
February, 1900, relative to the Minute | fee] sure that the terms of the motion, 
of the 18th May, 1899, as to the applica- that a statement from Her Majesty’s 
tion of Article 21 and Chapter IX. of the | Government in respect of military prepar- 
Code of 1899. ‘ations is desirable at the present moment, 
will be acceptable to every member of the 


a _, That I do not dispute ; and lest it should 

No. 521. Germany (New Imperial  geem to imply that I attribute any reluc- 

; German Mortgage Bank Law). ‘tance to my noble friend the Secretary 
Presented (by command), and ordered | of State to impart that information, I 


to lie on the Table. | wish to say at once, and emphatically, 
| that such is not the case. Your Lordships 
GENERAL PRISONS (IRELAND) ACT, | will recollect that on Tuesday last my 

1877. | noble friend said, in answer to the noble 


Order in Council approving of rule | Earl, Lord Rosebery, and, I think, the 


: made by the General Prisons Board, in| noble Earl the Leader of the Opposi- 
: pursuance of the Fine or Imprisonment | tion, that he would at a very early 


(Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1899. | date explain fully what measures Her 
| Majesty’s Government have in contempla- 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 ro 1991 | tion. A week has elapsed, all but a day, 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). | and though under ordinary circumstances 
Licence granted by Her Majesty to | ® week is not a very important lapse of 
Clara Jane Mason, a convict under deten- | “Me, yet a week of silence in the present 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the | condition of tension of the national mind 
said Clara Jane Mason to be at large, on | CUses anxiety, and is hard to bear. 
condition that she enter the Royal Vic-| I therefore hope that the noble Marquess 
| 


toria Home. Horfield, Bristol. will presently inform the House of 
7 ‘ 'the date, or, at any ate, the 


| 7 , q 
Laid before the House (pursuant to | or - Haggis? a sipumeat 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. ‘and I venture to urge that it should be 
| made’ with the least possible delay. The 
a | question of how the drain upon the 
LUNACY BILL [H.1.] | normal military resources of the country 
A Bill to amend the Lunacy Acts—/is to be made good, how sufficient re- 
Was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; | inforeements can be sent to the seat of 
read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 6.) war, and how the defensive strength of the 
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country is to be raised to the requirements 
of any eventuality, is the one matter upon 


which the nation demands, and naturally | 
One | 


and properly demands, information. 
remark that fell on Tuesday last from my 
noble friend the Secretary of State caused 
me some little uneasiness. He said he did 
not consider the debate on the Address a 
suitable occasion to make a full statement 
“on a very technical matter.” I would 
suggest that great detail is, at any rate in 
the first instance, unnecessary in the state- 
ment so anxiously looked for, and if a very 
technical explanation involves delay it is 
to bedeprecated. Great technicalities and 


very elaborate statements of detail are apt | 


to obscure the main facts, and what the 
constantly-quoted “man in the street ” 
wants to know at once is what steps Her 
Majesty’s Government are going to take 
to render effective the potential strength 


of the nation, with a view not only to the, 
' been necessary. 


<letermined prosecution of the war, to the 
only settlement with which the nation will 
be satisfied, but also to preparedness 
against, I won't say the probability, be- 
cause I believe there is no probability, but 
the merest possibility of the occurrence of 
any unforeseen event that might renderstill 
more grave the very grave and serious 
position in which the Empire is placed. 
In South Africa disaster—and I do not 
hesitate to say that up to the present the 
campaign has been disastrous—may be 
traced, in almost every case, to one cause 
—lack of sufficient strength. What is 
the result? Our forces are everywhere 
stalemated, and they have been asked 
to perform, and to their enduring 
renown they have performed, tasks which, 
even allowing for the magnificent courage 
and splendid fighting qualities they have 
displayed, were, according to the ordinary 
rules and arithmetic of warfare, dispropor- 
tionate to their strength. We want to 
know that sufficient troops will be sent 
out to satisfy the now proved require- 
ments of the case. We want to feel, in 
addition to that, that the Government 
are taking timely steps to provide against 
any possible emergency, however remote, 
that may add difficulties to an already 
difficult task. We want to feel that the 
strength of the nation will be utilised. 
There is a fund of strength—-not inexhaus- 
tible but well-nigh inexhaustible—a fund 
of strength, mora] and physical, in the 
nation upon which the Government may 
safely draw. They can rely upon it their 
drafts will not be dishonoured. The 


The Earl of Dunraven. 


‘LORDS} 
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| fund is waiting to be drawn upon, anxious 
|to be drawn upon; but to be utilised 
effectively it must be drawn upon in time, 
It is idle to try and disguise the fact 
‘that, justly or unjustly, the Government 
‘are thought to have been afflicted with 
defective vision, to have been all along 
troubled with a false sense of proportion 
and perspective, and it is unwise to ignore 
that an uneasy feeling exists that even 
now they do not fully realise the gravity 
of the situation. That feeling, however 
erroneous, should be dispelled. I may 
be told that even if Her Majesty's 
Government did minimise the situation 
in the past, it would be equally foolish to 
exaggerate it now. Ido not think that 
is so. Neither Parliament nor the people 
will, I am convinced, quarrel with the 
Government for taking measures which 
may happily prove to be far in excess of 
anything that the future shows to have 
I feel very sure that 
any measures that the Government think 
fit to take, however widely they may 
depart from ordinary custom and usage, 
will be welcomed, provided they are de- 
signed to place the nation in such a_posi- 
tion that its utmost strength, whether for 
offence or defence, can, if necessary, be 
exhibited. That, I believe, is the one 
matter which exercises the public mind. 
People look with indifference if not with 
contempt upon speeches out of doors and 
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‘debates in Parliament dealing with the 


past. Accusations and __ vindications 
appear to them very trivial matters now. 
Their attention is riveted upon tie future. 
What they want to know and to feel is 
the certainty that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will take, and will promptly take, 
whatever steps are necessary to place the 
nation in such a position that its un- 
developed strength can be developed, so 
that it may be able to prosecute the war 
vigorously to a conclusion, and, if 
necessary, defend itself under any cir- 
cumstances which could possibly arise. 
Feeling strongly as I Jo on this subject, 
I venture to think that it is very desir- 
able that a general statement, if nota full 
and detailed statement, of the steps which 
Her Majesty’s Government intend to 
take, should be made known to 
Parliament and the country as speedily 
as possible. 


*Tyr SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
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My Lords, meee | is further from my 


{5 FEBRUARY 1900} 
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| *THE Eart oF DUNRAVEN: With 


thoughts than to blame my noble friend | the permission of the House I withdraw 
for the desire he has expressed to be fur- | my motion. 


nished as soon as possible with a state- 


ment of our intentions, and I have cer- | 


\ 


| Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


tainly no wish to postpone needlessly the | 


moment at which his desire may be grati- 
fied. But I am told that it is customary 


and convenient that statements of such | 
a description should be made simul- | 


taneously in both Houses of Parliament. 


The House of Commons at this moment | 


js still occupied in discussing the terms 
of the Address in reply to the gracious 
Speech from the Throne, and the general 
impression is that that discussion is very 
likely to last for some days to come. 
I am told that this obstacle—the only 
obstacle—is likely to disappear, probably 
within the limit of a week from the 
present date ; and I can therefore intimate 
that as the approximate time at which I 
shall be able to make a statement to your 
Lordships. I gladly notice what fell from 
my noble friend when he said that he had 
no desire to press for a minute statement 
of the details of our scheme, and that 
what he desired to obtain from us was a 
general outline of the proposals which we 
had in contemplation. Meanwhile, I may 
perhaps be allowed to administer a grain 
of comfort to my noble friend by telling 
him that the postponement of the state- 
ment will not, in my belief, occasion any 
delay inthe preparation of the measures 
themselves, because we are taking it for 
granted that the country desires that such 
measures should be adopted, and we are 
proceeding on that assumption and losing 
no time. 
ald this evening is that I entirely 
accept what was said by my noble friend 
as to the double duty which is incumbent 
upon us—the duty, I mean, of making 
adequate preparations for the prosecution 
of the war in South Africa, and also for 
the securing of the safety of these islands 





during the period when they must neces- | 


sarily be denuded of a large portion of 
the forces which are habitually stationed 
within the limits of the country. I hope 
[shall be able to show your Lordships that 
we see our way to provide for both those 
objects, and I may certainly repeat, what 
has already been said on much higher 
authority than mine, that, haying ad- 
dressed ourselves to this task, we mean to 
carry it through, if I may use his words, 
“to the only conclusion which will be | 
satisfactory to the people of this country.” 


All I think that I can usefully | 
is denuded to so very great an extent of 


THE IRREGULAR CORPS.—COL. EDIS 
| AND THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF 
AUXILIARY FORCES. 

*THE Earn oF DUNRAVEN: My 
| Lords, I rise to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
drawn to letters which have appeared in 
the public press from Colonel Edis ; and 
whether the Inspector-General of Auxi- 
liary Forces has control over the various 
irregular corps now being formed. I 
have no intention of going into the ques- 
tion as to whether the letter ought or 
ought not to have been published, nor do 
I propose to enter into the subject-matter 
of the letter in any detail; but I should 
like some information on one point. 
The main complaint in the letter of 
Colonel Edis is that the Volunteer Corps 
are not allowed to recruit beyond their 
normal strength. I understand from an 
answer to a question given by the Under 
Secretary of State in another place that 
the Volunteer Battalions may be recruited 
beyond their normal paper strength to 
the amount of drafts which have been 
sent out to the seat of the war; but to 
limit any increase in these battalions 
beyond the normal strength to that 
amount does not appear to me to be a 
common-sense proceeding. The Volunteer 
force is, of course, a defensive force, and 
its great value is probably brought home 
to us more forcibly now, when the country 


the ordinary garrison than it has been 
before. I contend that if the Volunteer 
force is to be kept up to its true value as 
a defensive force it must be kept up to its 
full strength. To do that it is not 
sufficient to merely allow recruiting to 
the extent only of the drafts sent out to 
the seat of war. Commanding officers 
should be allowed to recruit to a con- 
siderable margin above their normal 
strength, not only to the amount of drafts 
which have gone out to the war, but also 
to make allowance for further drafts 
which may have to go out, and for the 
ordinary waste and wear of war. By 
that means only can these Volunteer Bat- 
talions be kept up to their proper strength. 
In an emergency like the present, 
when it is necessary that the raw material 
X 2 
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of defence in the country should be | to accept men who are short sighted, but 
turned into a more or less manufactured whose sight is otherwise sound. There 


article as speedily as possible, I should | are one or two other matters which | 
have thought that there could have been | should like to mention merely as examples 
no serious objection to allowing battalions of the difficulties that arise. Take the 
numerically small to be recruited up to, matter, for instance, of equipment. It is 
at any rate, the normal strength of a line essential that all these special corps should 
battalion, and I would venture to express be armed with Government rifles, but, 
the hope that the Army Order dealing | with regard to the carrying of ammuni- 
with this matter may be interpreted a | tion, if any particular corps favoured some 
little more liberally. I have no doubt other method, such as the Boer waiscoat, 
that my noble friend the Secretary of in preference to the Government bandolier, 
State for War knows as well as I do, and | why shoula they not be allowed to adopt 
perhaps a great deal better than I do, it? Many of these men are crack shots 
that a certain amount of dissatisfaction | possessing their own rifles, and surely in 
exists in the country owing to the such cases they ought to be encouraged to 
obstructions which are being placed in bring them, because they naturally suit 
the way of the Volunteer movement. I the individual idiosyncrasies of the owners. 
am not going to inquire how far that is There ought to be some authority dealing 
justified, but my own impression is that , with these questions who could say “ yes” 
there is a considerable foundation in fact or “no,” and could thereby settle points 
for the existence of this feeling. Itseems of doubt. If lam asked by a man whether 
to me perfectly inevitable that in a any allowance will be given if he brings 
sudden and hurried movement of this his own rifle I cannot give him an answer, 
kind difficulties and friction must arise. If I write to the War Uffice I may, in the 
The wonder is that the friction is not course of time, get an answer on several 
greater. I have seen it stated in the cubic feet of foolscap paper, but consider- 
papers, with what truth I do not know, | able time will be wasted. I would venture 
that units have been disbanded because | to suggest that some authority should be 
they were kept waiting so long that they created, if it does not at present exist, and 
did not know whether they would be should be instructed to push forward as 
utilised or not. Complaints have also much as possible the volunteering desire 
been made as to the rejection, at the final of the people, and to give considerable 
medical examination, of men who have | latitude in small matters of detail. This 
previously been passed by properly quali- , authority should be able to give authorita- 
tied medical officers. I would venture to tive answers to questions of the kind to 
remind my noble friend that in the! which I have referred. I am sure my 
matter of medical examination, for noble friend is most anxious to clear away 
instance, there isa very great difference anything which can possibly constitute a 
between the recruiting for the Regular difficulty in the way of the volunteering 
Army and recruiting for the Special | spirit of the nation, which is so much to 
Corps. In the former case the medical be commended, and I would appeal to him 
men have to consider whether the recruit | to take into consideration the small points 
is likely, in the course of years, to I have mentioned, and devise some means 
become a charge on the country. I whereby they can be obviated in the 
scarcely think that the Army Order future. 

dealing with the matter is sufficiently 

elastic. In my opinion, commanding *THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
officers and medical men ought to My Lords, I think I ought first to state 
be given considerable latitude in the to my noble friend with regard to the 
question of age, and some latitude in corps which he describes as “the vari- 
the question of dimensions. Many | ous irregular corps now being raised,” and 
men considerably over the Government | by which I think he means the Imperial 
limit of age for the Regular Army, and Yeomanry and the Volunteer companies 
perhaps not quite up to the proper lately attached to the line battalions, that 
standard of chest measurement and the members of those corps are treated as 
height, may be admirably adapted for the | belonging to the regular Army. They 
services required of them at present. I | are formally enlisted in the regular Army, 
am not sure whether, in an emergency of | and from the moment that they join the 
this kind, it would not be advisable in this companies of Volunteers or the Mounted 
special corps to relax the sight test, and | Infantry they pass under the administra- 


The Earl of Dunraven. 
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tive control of the same members of the 
Headquarters Staff as the regular Army. 
They are, therefore, no longer under the 
Inspector-General of Auxiliary Forces, as 
they would be as long as they remained 
Volunteers pure and simple. As to the 
letter published in the papers with 
Colonel Edis’s signature, Colonel Edis 
wrote to the War Office, his communica- 
tion being received on December 25th, 
asking permission to raise two new com- 
panies for his Volunteer battalion. The 
answer which Colonel Edis received was 
this—that his battalion having provided a 
company which had been transferred to 
the line battalion, he was at liberty to 
go on recruiting to an extent. sufficient 
to fill the vacancies thus occasioned. 
That was equivalent to telling him that 
the company attached to the line battalion 
was to be treated as supernumerary, and 


The Irregular 


that his own battalion was not to 
suffer by the transference. But as 
to the further question, whether 


Colonel Edis should be at liberty to 
go on recruiting so as not only to add to 
his battalion sufficient men to make up 
the void, but also to raise further com- 
panies, permission to do that was not 
given at that time. It is quite clear that 
it would have been impossible to give a 
permission of that kind to one Volunteer 
colonel and not to others. The question 
was one of great importance, affecting 
the whole of the Volunteer force, and 


it Was a question which, I think, we might | 


not unfairly desire to reserve for examina- 
tion. Colonel Edis did not wait for the 
answer to his letter ; but, assuming that 
the answer would be in the affirmative, 
he proceeded to raise recruits for his 
battalion ; and that, to put it mildly, was 
a little previous. If other Volunteer 
colonels had proceeded in the same 
manner, comment might have been made 
upon the ideas of the Volunteer force in 
regard to what is, after all, a matter of 
military discipline. I think it is to be: 
regretted that Colonel Edis took that 
course ; and, having taken it and put 
himself in the wrong, that he should have 
written a letter imputing to the military 
authorities feelings with regard to the 
Volunteer force which they are very far 
indeed from entertaining. But, my 
Lords, I certainly do not dispute what 
my noble friend has said as to the desir- 
ability of taking advantage at a moment 
like the present of as many as possible of 
those spontaneous offers of military | 
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(service which are reaching us from 
'so many parts of the country. We 
have been considering that matter, 
‘and it is one which | will deal with 
when I have the honour of addressing 
the House as to the military steps which 
we intend to take. But I have not the 
slightest objection to telling the noble 
Earl now that our idea is this. All 
Volunteer battalions should be allowed to 
recruit up to acertain maximum strength, 
even if that maximum considerably 
exceeds the present authorised estab- 
lishment. Of course, if you go be- 
yond about 1,000 men, you get a 
unit which becomes too large and is in- 
convenient for military purposes. But 
where the influx of recruits is so great as 
to point to the conclusion that recruits 
might be obtained sufficient not only to 
raise the battalion to its maximum strength 
but also higher still, then we shall have 
no objection whatever to substituting 
for one full-size battalion two other 
battalions which might perhaps be of a 
somewhat inferior numerical strength. 
That is a perfectly fair way of meeting 
the desire which has been expressed. My 
noble friend spoke of the action of the 
War Office in rejecting men who had 
accepted a liability for service with these 
new Volunteer companies, on the ground 
that they did not come up to the physical 
standard insisted upon for the Regulars. 
THe Earn or DUNRAVEN: Men 


who had previously been passed. 


*Toe Marquess orf LANSDOWNE: 
I fancy I am familiar with the case to 
which my noble friend refers. It was a 
vase in which the colonel of a battalion 
raised a company and had the men 
examined on his own responsibility. He 
had not complied with the terms of the 
Army Order, which says that— 


“When a Volunteer commanding officer has 
received application for not less than a section 
of Volunteers, he will so inform the officer 
commanding the regimental depdt to which 
his battalion is affiliated, who will then, if 
they are to form part of the service company, 
have them medically inspected, and, if fit for 
service, attested.” 


But in this case the medical examination 
was not conducted in the proper way, but, 
I believe, by some private practitioner, 
and without communicating with the 
officer of the depot. The company was 
subsequently examined in the proper way, 
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and it was found that forty-seven of the | guided by a committee of Yeomanry 
men did not come up to the proper’ officers, who have been constantly 


standards of height or chest measure- 
ment. My noble friend’s observation 
upon that is that our regulations should 
be more elastic. But I ask the House to 
consider whether, in the case of these 
Volunteer companies—who are to serve 


with Regular battalions in South Africa, | 


under conditions just as trying as those 
endured by the soldiers who have 
been fighting for us during the past 
weeks—it would he fair to the men 
themselves or to the officers who com- 
mand them to send out from this country 
Volunteers who, in point of physical 
stamina, are distinctly inferior to the 
regular soldiers by whose side they are 
to stand in the field. We considered this 
matter, and we thought that it would be 
most inexpedient to relax the conditions 
on which we insist in the case of ordinary 
recruiting ; and I hold strongly that, in 
cases of this kind, the exercise of a kind 
of dispensing power by the Secretary of 
State is most inexpedient. You should 
lay down what your best advisers tell you 
is a reasonable standard, and you should 
tell your medical advisers to ascertain 
whether that standard is reached, and not 
to accept men falling below it. But, my 
Lords, while we insisted on this measure 
of strictness with regard to these Volun- 
teer companies, I am glad to tell my noble 
friend that in the case of the Imperial 
Yeomanry, who will be serving under 
somewhat less trying conditions, we did in 
our instructions dwell especially on the 
fact that these men would be required, 
not to serve for a term of seven or twelve 
years with the colours, like the ordinary 
soldiers, but for one year or for the 
duration of the war; and we said that 
they should be judged with reference to 
thatcondition. Mynoble friendis anxious 
that some authority should be appointed 
who will be able to answer questions on 
subjects of this kind. I believe that 
authority can be discovered without very 
much difficulty. It depends what the 
particular point is, but all these questions 
are allocated to the different members of 
the headquarters staff, and if there is any 
delay in dealing with them it is probably 
owing to the great pressure of work. 
I may mention in this connection, as 
evidence of our desire to meet the wishes 
of these newly raised corps in every 
possible way, that we have, in regard to 


| sitting, and who have acted as a valuable 
intermediary between the War Office and 
the corps. This committee have been 
| able to take off our hands a number of 
‘those very details which the noble Lord 
| wishes to see dealt with by methods 
| somewhat more elastic than those habitual 
in a public department. As to the ques- 
| tion whether, if a Volunteer brought his 
/own rifle he would be allowed to substi- 
tute it for the weapon with which other- 
wise the Government would supply him, 
the first consideration would be whether 
the rifle was the same as that issued to the 
remainder of the corps. Of course, if it 
necessitated the supply of different ammu- 
nition it would be out of the question. 


THe Earn ov DUNRAVEN: But if 
not, could he be granted some allowance ? 


*THe Marquess OF LANSDOWNE: 
I have not heard the suggestion made 
before, but Iam willing to take it into 
consideration. 


Lorp MONKSWELL : There was one 
point in the speech of the noble Marquess 
which I did not understand. The noble 
Marquess said that a different standard 
would be adopted for the Imperial Yeo- 
manry as compared with the Volunteers 
serving with the Army. The noble 
Marquess put the difference upon the 
ground that the Yeomanry only served 
for a year or till the end of the war. Is 
it not the same with regard to the 
Volunteers ? 


*Tue Marquess’ oF LANSDOWNE: 
The Volunteer company becomes a com- 
pany of the line battalion, and serves 
_with it. The Imperial Yeomanry serve 
under different conditions. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: They may not 
serve under the same conditions, but the 
noble Marquess put the difference on the 
ground that the term of service was 
different. 


THe Eart or DUNRAVEN : I under- 
stand from the Secretary of State for War 

| that all these Volunteer forces and Im- 
| perial Yeomanry after acceptance become 
‘subject to the ordinary military authori- 


the Imperial Yeomanry, been very much | ties the same as Regular soldiers. It is 
| 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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561 Returns, 


during the process of enrolling the men | 
that these difficulties occur. I think that | 
while a corps is being formed and before | 
the men are finally accepted there ought | 
to be some authority that one could appeal 
to during that period. It seems to me 
ridiculous to have to go to one of the’ 
heads of the War Office to ask whether a 
man can be allowed £4 for his rifle or | 
not. With regard to the rejection, on 
the final medical examination, of the men 
to whom I have referred, the noble Mar- | 
quess stated that the previous examina- 
tion was conducted by a private practi- 
tioner. If my information is correct, 
they were examined in the first instance | 
hy the Volunceer medical officer. 


SUPPLY FOR NATIONAL | 
REQUIREMENTS. | 
*THE EArt OF DUNRAVEN: My Lords, | 
[ beg to ask Her Majesty’s Govern- 

ment whether it is true that 400,000 tons 

of Cardiff coal have recently been consigned 
to foreign agents ; and whether adequate 

steps have been taken to ensure a 

sufticient supply of steam coal for national 

requirements. It is most important that 
there should be an adequate amount of 
the best steam coal not only for Her 

Majesty’s ships, but for the vast fleet of 

transports, and the announcement. that | 

400,000 tons of what is after all a very 

limited commodity had been consigned to ‘ 

foreign agents gives food for reflection. I 

do not suggest that Her Majesty’s 

Government should commence com- 

mandeering coal or that we should inter- | 

fere with the ordinary course of trade, 
but the matter is one which should be | 
very carefully watched. I should like to 
feel that Her Majesty’s Government have | 
yot something in the shape of priority of 
call, and could, if necessity arose, appro- 
priate for itself, paying whatever damages | 
may be necessary, any large supply of | 
coal proposed to be exported to foreign | 
countries. 


COAL 


*THe MArQuESS oF LANSDOWNE: 
[ have been asked to reply to this ques-, 
tion in the absence of the noble Duke | 
(the Duke of Marlborough) who usually | 
represents the Admiralty in this House, 
and whose engagements in South Africa 
render his presence here impossible. 
The attention of the Admiralty has been 
drawn to the rumour that a firm in 


{5 Fepruary 1900} 
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Cardiff has contracted to supply a foreign 
Government with 400,000 tons of coal, 
but diligent inquiries at Cardiff have so 
far not resulted in any confirmation of the 
statement. I need scarcely say, whether 
the statement is correct or not, the 
subject of assuring to ourselves sufficient 
supplies of coal for naval requirements is 
one which is never out of the mind of the 
Board of Admiralty. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
vast Five of the clock, till 
To - morrow, a quarter 
past Four of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 5th February, 1900. 


PETITIONS. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES SERVANTS’ 
SUPERANNUATION. 

Petition from Coventry, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

CHILDREN BILL. 

Petition from Colne, in favour; to lie 

upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 To 1898. 
Petition from Freebridge Lynn, for 


_ alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


tCETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY (MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS). 
Copy presented,—of Statement of the 
Amounts due by the Public to Depositors 
on 31st March, 1898, and of the Receipts, 
Interest, and Disbursements during the 
year endad 31st March, 1899, ete. [by 


' Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 31.] 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented,—of Order in Council 


approving of a Rule made by the General 


Prisons Board for Ireland, dated the 9th 
_ August, 1899, in pursuance of the Fine 
|or Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) 
| Act, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 
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PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented,—of Licence granted to 
Clara Jane Mason, a convict under de- 
tention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, 
3ristol [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


(Juestions. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented,—of Notice issued by 
the High Commissioner for South Africa, 
on 26th January, 1900, relating to For- 
feitures, etc., of Property situated in the 
South African Republic or in the Orange 
Free State declared subsequently to 10th 
October, 1899 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SAINT LUCIA. 

Copy presented,—of Regulation amend- 
ing Rule 282 of the Prison Regulations 
with respect to Interviews between 
Prisoners awaiting their trial and their 
Legal Advisers [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented,—of Minute of the 


Committee of Council on Education in 
Scotland, dated 5th February, 1900, rela- 


tive to the Minute of 18th May, 1899, as | 


to the application of Article 21 and 
Chapter IX. of the Code of 1899 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Charitable Endowments (London).— 
Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
2nd August, 1894 ; Jr. Stevenson]; to be 
[No. 32.] 

2. Church Temporalities (Ireland).— 
Copy of Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General upon the Account of the 


printed. 


Irish Land Commission in respect of | 


Church Temporalities in Ireland for the 
year ended 31st March, 1899 [by Act], to 
be printed. [No. 33.] 


3. Irish Land Commission (Account).— 
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| gether with the Reports of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon [hy 
, Act], to be printed. [No. 35.] 4 


NEW WRIT. 

For Nottinghamshire (Newark Divi- 
sion) in the room of Charles William 
Sydney Pierrepont, commonly called 
Viscount Newark, now Earl Manvers, 
called up to the House of Peers.—(Sir 
William Walrond.) 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—IRISH 
VOLUNTEERS. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he is aware that communi- 
cations have been addressed to the War 
Office, in behalf of many loyal subjects 
of Her Majesty in Ireland, desiring to be 
permitted to enrol themselves as volun- 
teers both for home service and service 
in South Africa ; whether they have been 
informed that under the existing law the 
Secretary of State for War cannot 
sanction the formation of such corps ; and 
whether, as more than one thousand 
gentlemen in Belfast alone have already 
come forward with offers of service, in 
addition to such offers from all parts of 
the country, he will take immediate 
steps to remove the legal disabilities 
which prevent these patriotic Lrishmen 
from becoming soldiers of the Queen. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I fully recognise the spirit of 
patriotic loyalty that animates the gen- 
tlemen of whom my hon. friend speaks, 
but he asks the Government to make a 
change in the settled policy of ths 
country that certainly we could not 
make without much greater consideration 
than we have hitherto been able to give 
to it. 


Copy of Report of the Comptroller and ' 


Auditor General upon the Account of the 
Irish Land Commission for the year 
ended 3lst March, 1899 [by Act], to be 
printed. [No. 34.] 

4. Royal University of Ireland.—Copy 
of Accounts of Receipts and Expenditure 
of the Royal University of Ireland for 


the year ended 31st March, 1899, to- 





Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny, 
N.): Are there any legal disabilities to 
prevent these men enlisting in the 

ordinary way, and going out to fight in 

‘South Africa? Will the right hon. 

| Gentleman instruct the recruiting officers 
to try and enlist them ? 


[No answer was given. | 
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E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 
Treasury whether, in view of the almost | 
complete withdrawal of troops from | 
Ireland, the Government will consider 
the expediency of authorising without 
further delay the formation of Volunteer 
corps throughout that country, following 
the precedent of 1782. 


{5 Frsruary 1900}, 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | 
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upon the Table now, and before the 
present debate is concluded. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
answered this question, and pointed out 
to the House that it would be not only 
unusual, but inconvenient and almost un- 
constitutional, to interrupt the debate on 


‘the Address in reply to the Queen’s 


Speech by any such method as the hon. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 


answered that question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Do not | 
the people of Ireland regard it as an 
insult that they are refused permission to 
bear arms ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


SIR WILLIAM BUTLER AND SIR 
ALFRED MILNER. 

Mr. WARNER (Lichfield, Stafford- 
shire): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether General Sir William 
Butler objected to the detachment from 
the defensive forces for Cape Colony of 
troops for the occupation of Kimberley, 
on the urgent request of Sir Alfred 
Milner that Kimberley should be held ; 
and whether this objection by Sir William 
Butler was the cause of the friction 
between him and Sir Alfred Milner. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
foundation for the suggestion in either 
paragraph of the hon. Gentleman's 
question. 


Mr. WARNER: Is it untrue, or does 
not the Government know ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have asked 
of the Colonial Office and of the War 
Office, and neither of them have in their 
reports the slightest statement which 
would warrant the hon. Gentleman in 
putting that question. 


CONTEMPLATED MILITARY 
MEASURES. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he would, in con- 
sideration of the great anxiety that pre- 
vails in the country, make some very 
short and general statement as to the 
military preparations being made by the 
Government at once; or, if that be im- | 
possible, if he will lay such a statement 


Gentleman suggests. 


UITLANDER VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 


'I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


the Colonies whether, early last October, 
Sir Walter Hely Hutchinson, Governor 
of Natal, reported to Her Majesty's 
(Government that he had received an offer 


from the Chairman of the Refugee 
'Vitlander Committee of 75,000 able- 


bodied men who were willing to be enrolled 
as Colonial Volunteers ; what reply was 
returned by the Governor to the deputa- 
tion; and whether any steps had been 
taken to enrol these recruits for active 
service. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
3irmingham, W.): The number 75,000 is 
obviously a mistake, and on the 10th 
October Sir W. Hely Hutchinson reported 
an offer of 3,000 by the Refugee Uitlander 
Council. He informed the deputation 
that he would ask me to recommend the 
enrolment of 1,000, and on 16th October 
he was informed that the General Officer 
commanding had received instructions 
accordingly. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say how many 
Uitlanders are enrolled for active service ? 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes; I can 
state the number if notice is given of the 
question. Some thousands ; but I cannot 
say exactly without notice. 


JAMESON RAID—THE RHODES. 
HAWKSLEY CORRESPONDENCE. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has copies of the 
letters that were exchanged between him- 
self and the Solicitor of the Chartered 
Company of South Africa in connection 
with certain telegrams sent to him for 
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confidential perusal and return ; and | the Webley Company it may be mentioned 
whether he will consider if those letters | that they do not supply pistol ammuni- 
might be laid upon the Table of the | tion. 


House without detriment to the public | 
| SHOOTING 


interest. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I 
refer the hon. Member to the answer 
which I gave in debate on the 19th 
October. I have nothing to add to 
that. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: What was the 
answer ? Will the right hon. Gentleman 
repeat it ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. I 
prefer to let the answer speak for itself. 


ARTILLERY STRENGTH. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War what 
steps are being taken to bring the pro- 
portion of guns up to the standard of 
foreign armies for our troops engaged in 
the war; and what steps are being taken 
to supply field batteries at home to re- 
place those that have been, and will have 
to be, sent abroad. 


*THE UNDER - SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNpbHAM, 
Dover): In reply to the first paragraph 
I have to say that the artillery with the 
fighting line of our army in South Africa 
is up to continental standards. The 
general statement about to be made will 
include a reply to the question in the 
second paragraph. 


DEFECTIVE WEBLEY CARTRIDGES. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the ball cartridges for 
Webley pistols, manufactured between 
February and April of last year and 
issued to the Army, were found to be so 
lefective as to be useless ; and, if so, 
when the discovery was made and what 
steps were taken to remedy the defect. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Some of the ball 
cartridges for Webley pistols supplied by 
one contractor between February and 
April, 1899, were reported as being de- 
fective, and orders were immediately 


issued for the destruction of all cartridges , 
In justice to | 


of this particular contract. 





must | 


| gomery Boroughs) : 


| Affairs whether the 


OF BRITISH SUBJECTS 
COMMANDEERED BY THE ENEMY. 
CoLtonEL PRYCE-JONES = (Mont- 
I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
attention of Her 


| Majesty’s Government has been called to 
| the following item in the list of deaths 





published on Tuesday last, the 30th ultimo: 
M‘LAcCHLAN.—On Christmas Day, shot in 
the Market Square, Harrismith, Orange 
Free State, for refusing to fight against his 
own countrymen, John M‘Lachlan, junior, 
aged 30, eldest son of John M‘Lachlan, of 
Wandsworth, and grandson of the late John 
M‘Lachlan, of Lambeth”; whether two 
other Englishmen were shot on the same 
Christmas Day, at the same time and in 
the same place and on the same charge ; 
and whether Her Majesty’s Government 
are taking any and what steps in respect 
of this matter, and for the protection of 
British subjects resident on British soil in 
the district in Cape Colony named Barkly 
West, commandeered by the Boers, from 
a like fate. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): Before the right hon. 


Gentleman answers, may | ask if he has 
any information that these men were 
burghers of the Orange Free State, and 
whether they were not shot for refusing 
to fight for their country against the 
enemies of their country | 


CoLtonEL MILWARD (Stratford-»pon- 
Avon): I beg at the same time to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is able to confirm the infor- 
mation received in this country that 
John M‘Lachlan, junior, and two other 
British subjects were shot in the Market 
Square, Harrismith, upon Christmas Day 
last, for refusing to fight against this 
country ; and whether there were any 
circumstances tending to exonerate the 
authorities of the Orange Free State 
in this matter. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Tam asked 
by the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs to reply to the question 
of the hon. and gallant Member for 
the Montgomery Boroughs, and I shall 
answer at the same time the question 
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addressed to me by the hon. Member ; 
Division: of | 
I have made inquiry 
by telegraph, and I have received a. 


for the Stratford-on-Avon 
Warwickshire. 


telegram from the Governor of Natal, 
dated yesterday, to the following effect : 
“Report appeared in the press here 
some time ago and was subsequently con- 
tradicted. I know of no foundation for 
report, but am trying to obtain informa- 
tion through Harrismith refugees in Natal 
if any can be found. I am trying to 
ascertain on what authority contradiction 
was based.” The answer to the third 
part of the question of the hon. Member 
tor Montgomery Boroughs is that Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Washington has 
heen instructed by telegraph to ask the 
United States Government to make in- 
quiries into the matter through their 
consul at Pretoria. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): As 
the Government have telegraphed to 
Natal with regard to the death of English- 


men, does the right hon. Gentleman see | 
’ 5 


any objection to making a similar inquiry 
with regard to the death of Irishmen as 
to which we have been unable to obtain 
any satisfaction from the War Office ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I under- 
stand that that concerns the War Office 
and not the Colonial Office. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: How is it the 
War Office refuses while the right hon. 
Gentleman is willing to inquire ? 


[No answer was given. | 


MAFEKING STATION-MASTER. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether Mr. James Quinlan, _ station- 
master at Mafeking, was allowed, before 
heing shot by order of Colonel Baden- 
Powell, to write a letter containing a vin- 
dication of his innocence, addressed to an 
lrish Member ; was this letter detained 
by the military authorities, or can the 
Government say what has become of it ; 
were two Irish prisoners also shot by 
order of Lord Methuen, without trial ; 


and will the Government, with a view to, 


preventing reprisals by the opposing 
forces, suggest to the Commander-in- 
Chief that no prisoners in safe custody | 
should be shot without legal formalities. 





! 


{5 Frepruary 1900} 


| martial, or of any intention of holding it. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no infore 


mation in regard to the questions raised 
by the first three paragraphs. The 
Government has full confidence in the 
' discretion of the Commander-in-Chief in 
South Africa. 


Questions. 


Mr, T. M. HEALY: Did I not under- 
stand the hon. Gentleman the other day 
to say he would make some inquiry? It 
is strange that what is notorious to every- 
body else should not be so to the Govern- 
ment. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That which is said 
to be notorious is not always based on 
evidence to which careful examination 
can be given. I must ask the hon. and 
learned Member to submit a prima. facie 
case showing he has gone through a_pre- 
liminary examination of the evidence, and 
then careful inquiry shall be made. On 
mere report, however notorious, I do not 
think we are justified in interrupting the 
work of Lord Roberts and troubling him 
with questions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask the 
hon. Gentleman whether he considers 
statements in English newspapers at the 
Cape not always friendly to [rishmen a 
prinu facie case ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Certainly _ not, 
until we know the circumstances and the 
authority for these passages. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: If Irishmen are 
shot by English, then I advise the Irish to 
go for the English. 


THE CONNAUGHT RANGERS, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if his 
attention has been called to the letter of a 
soldier in the Connaught Rangers, stating 
that their major was to be court-martialled 
for remonstrating against the unnecessary 
exposure of his men; is there any founda- 
tion for this allegation; and what is the 
name of the gallant officer. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no know- 
ledge in the War Office of any such court 
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y IMPERIAL LIGHT HORSE EQUIP- 


4a 


(Questions, 
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| Volunteer Light Infantry, who have 
| volunteered for active service in South 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask! Africa, after they have gone through part 


the Under Secretary of State for War | 
will he explain why the request of the | 


of their training; if he will state how 
many volunteered in the first instance, 
and how many were rejected by the 


troopers of the Imperial Light Horse of | 1 edical officers ; if men who had served 


South Africa to the War Office to be per- | 


mitted to have Mauser pistols as part of 


their equipment, accompanied by an offer | 


to pay for the weapons out of their own | , ; 
' posed to disband all companies which do 


pockets, was refused by the War Office ; 
and whether the troopers in question have 
since been armed with Mauser pistols. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The War Office did 
not refuse permission. On the contrary, it 
did what it could to facilitate the trans- 
mission to Natal of the revolvers which 
the commanding officer of the Imperial 
Light Horse had ordered from a private 
firm. 


SOMERSETSHIRE VOLUNTEERS. 


CoLoONEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War 


of Somerset were called upon to supply a 
company to join the regular county regi- 
ment in South Africa, about 100 men 
have passed the required tests ; 


numbers required, the company has now 
been disbanded ; whether this decision 
can be reconsidered, and the services of 
these men who have come forward for 
active service accepted, and the company 
mobilised at once; and, whether, in 
order to make up the few required, some 
modifications of the regulations can be 
made in the direction of accepting one 
year men, or second class shots who have 
in previous years been in a higher class 
in shooting. 


The following question on the same 
subject also appeared on the paper :— 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether an order has been given for 
disbanding the men of the 1st Somerset 


whether, since the | 
Volunteer rifle regiments of the county | 


| dealt with on its merits. 


whether, | 


as this number was somewhat under the | 2] : 
| only 34 per cent. of the whole. 


| short of 116, the required number. 


‘ingly, 





in the Army were rejected because they 
had served less than two years with the 
Volunteers ; what notice was given of the 
proposed disbandment ; and if it is pro- 


not come up to the required strength, 
without giving the men the option of 
serving in other companies. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In answering this 
question I should like at the same time 
to reply to the question asked by the 
Member for Somerset, East. The number 
of men who actually passed the tests was 
90, and, though some additional volun- 
teers came forward, the total still fell 
The 
formation of the company was, accord- 
not proceeded with. It is 
evidently desirable that the strength of 


/companies in the field should be as uni- 


form as possible, but the Secretary of 
State has decided that in cases where the 
deficiency in number is inconsiderable, 
special arrangements for making it good 
may be sanctioned ; each case will be 
The Somerset- 
shire Light Infantry Volunteers are 3,000 
strong, and the number required to form 
a company of the proper strength was 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: Has the formation 
of the company been authorised to pro- 
ceed ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This is one of the 
eases to which favourable consideration 
has been given. 


CASUALTIES IN VOLUNTEER FORCES 
IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether a complete record of all 
accredited volunteers outside the Regular 
Army who have been killed, wounded, 
missing or taken prisoners in South 
Africa reaches the War Office and is 
officially published; and if all such 
volunteers have a distinguishing number 
or mark whereby they can be identified. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: 
local forces in South Africa are published 
by the War Office as soon as reported by | 
the general in command. We have no | 
know ledge of the detailed arrangements 
of the local forces, 
which have already appeared there would 
seem to be ample means of identification. 


FORAGE CONTRACTS. 
*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether very little hay and 
straw grown in the United Kingdom is 
supplied to the troops in South Africa ; 
whether he is aware that both hay and 
straw can be purchased in this country at 
abnormally low prices ; and whether, in 
future contracts, opportunities will be 
given to producers in this country to 
tender for the required supplies. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WitiiAMs, Birmingham, 8.) : Producers of 
hay in this country have full opportunity 
of tendering for supplies, but they are not 
asa rule able to deliver hay sutticiently 


compressed, nor is home-grown hay ordi- | 


narily fitted to undergo “successfully the 
heat of the South African climate and 
the conditions of the sea voyage. More- 
over, the military authorities who are 
responsible for supplies in the present 
campaign require large quantities of cer- 
tain descriptions of forage which cannot 
he obtained in Great Britain, and the 
Secretary of State is not prepared to in- 
terfere with their discretion in the matter. 
Straw does not form a part of the field 
service forage ration. The Department is 


not paying more for supplies of hay for. 


the Cape than the prices at which home 
producers have tendered. 


BAD HAY FOR THE ROYAL 
DRAGOONS. 

Sm CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether 
it is a fact that a large quantity 
of hay for the use of the Royal | 
Dragoons was shipped on the “ Manchester | 
Port” in October last in a damp and 
dangerous condition, and whether such | 
hay was previously passed by a Govern- | 
ment inspector ; and if so, whether any, 


and if so what, steps have been taken in | 


the matter. 


{5 Fepruary 1900} 


All casualties in | 


but from the lists | 
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Mr. ‘ J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : A 
| considerable portion of the hay referred 
‘to was bad. The greater part of it had 
| previously been examined in the ricks 
/and approved. It was not, when being 
shipped, properly examined by the person 
acting as local superintendent for the 
supply reserve depédt. This officer has 
|been dismissed. The contractors have 
been struck off the list, and the officer 
generally responsible for inspection has 
been censured. 


TRANSPORT RETURN. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
| Admiralty whether he will include in the 
promised Return of the Transports for 
South Africa the rate per ton per month, 
and other particulars contained in the 
similar returns of 1884 and 1886. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): For obvious reasons it 
would be injudicious to publish the rates 
fer ships taken up by the Admiralty 
while we have to continue to charter 
ships. The returns quoted by the hon. 
Member were not presented until the 
conclusion of the operations for which the 
vessels were engaged. When the trans- 
actions connected with the chartering of 
ships for the operations in South Africa 
are concluded, it will of course be our 
duty to furnish full particulars on the 
subject. 


THE TRANSPORT “JELUNGA,” 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 

State for. War whether a number of 
invalids and 500 women and children, 
the wives and families of soldiers in 
South Africa, were landed at South- 
ampton on the 15th December from the 
transport ‘“Jelunga”; whether the 
women and children were in a destitute 
condition; whether any nurse was on 
board, and whether six children died of 
cold and exposure ; whether 10 women 
and 36 children, the wives and children 
of the men of the 18th Hussars and 5th 
Lancers, on reaching London on disem- 
| barkation from the ”« Jelunga,” had to 
| pass the night in the railway station at 
| Waterloo because there was no train to 
| take them to Canterbury; and what 
explanation, if any, has the Secretary of 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: About 500 wives 
and children of soldiers were landed from 
the transport “Jelunga.” They were not 
in a destitute condition, but they were 
in avery neglected condition, owing to the 
want of a sutticient staff on board to look 
after them. It weuld, no doubt, have 
heen difficult for the General Officer com- 
manding at Cape Town to provide a 
sufficient staff, but the Secretary of 
State for War is of opinion that proper 
care was not taken, and a reprimand has 
been accordingly sent to Cape Town. No 
nurse was on board. Six children died 


in the course of the voyage; they did | 
not die of cold and exposure, since they | 


«lied in the tropics. The women were 
periodically asked throughout the vovage 
whether they had any complaints to 
make, and they made none on the subject 
of their accommodation. The _ staff 
officer at Southampton and the officer of 


the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Families Associa- | 


tion made every effort to help the women 
on their arrival; all were asked if they 
wanted money, and all said they had it. 
Ten women and 36 children had to spend 
ithe night at Waterloo because the London 
and South-Western train arrived too late 


to admit of their catching the train to, 
Canterbury. Ihave answered this question | 


at length because the Secretary of State 
wegards the incident as most regrettable, 
and is anxious that it should be fully 
explained to the House. As I have said, 


care has been taken to impress upon those | 


concerned the necessity of avoiding such 
mistakes in future. 


NAVAL WAR DESPATCHES, 


ComMANDER YOUNG = (Berkshire, 
Wokingham): I beg to ask the First 


Lord of the Admiralty whether any de- 
spatches have been received from the 
officers in command of the Naval Brigade 
describing the proceedings of that brigade 
at the battle of Graspan and the battle of 
Colenso; if so, when will such despatches 


he published in the same way as the mili- | 


tary despatches relating to those battles 
have been published. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes, such despatches 
have been received, transmitted through 
the Naval Commander-in-Chief. It is 
still uncertain whether copies were sent 
to Lord Methuen and General Buller, 
under whose orders the actions in ques- 


ition were fought, but I am trying to 
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| ascertain this by telegraph. I have every 

‘hope that it will be possible to publish 
these despatches in the course of a day or 
two. 


EXPENDITURE ON INDIAN TROOPS. 
Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
whole of the expenses of the Indian 
‘troops in Mauritius, Ceylon, Singapore, 
and elsewhere outside the frontier of 
India, owing to the South African War, 
will be borne by the British Exchequer. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The whole of the expenses of 
the Indian troops in Mauritius, Ceylon, 
Singapore, and elsewhere outside the 
frontier of India will be debited to 
Imperial revenues. 


AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEER 
PRACTICE. 
Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State for War if there 
is a scarcity of ammunition for practising 
purposes in this country ; and whether 
the troops going to the front, such as 
Volunteers, Imperial Yeomanry, and 
other corps, have not been able to get 
enough to practise with while waiting in 
England for final organisation and 
embarkation. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no scarcity 

of ammunition for practice. Arrange- 
ments have been made for issuing to 
Yeomanry and Volunteers a_ sufficient 
quantity for practising before embarka- 
tion. 

COAL SUPPLY FOR NATIONAL 
REQUIREMENTS. 

GzNERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether his attention has been 
called to the statement that a firm in 
Cardiff has contracted to supply a foreign 
| Government with 400,000 tons of coal; 
| and whether, in view of this large order, 
means will be taken to secure that a sutti- 
cient reserve of coal be retained in this 
| country for any possible requirements of 
| the British Navy. 


| Mr. GOSCHEN: My attention has been 
drawn to the rumour that a firm in Cardiff 
has contracted to supply a fereign Govern- 
ment with 490,000 tons of coal, but 
diligent inquiries at Cardiff have so far 
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not resulted in any confirmation of the 
statement. I need scarcely say, whether 


the statement is correct or not, the sub-_ 


ject of assuring to ourselves sufficient 
supplies of coal for naval requirements is 
one which is never out of the mind of the 
Board of Admiralty. 


GIBRALTAR. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is now able to com- 
municate to the House the recommenda 
tions of the Committee of Investigation 
which collected evidence at Gibraltar in 
the summer of 1898 with respect to the 
iusanitary condition of that town and 
fortress; and what measures Her 
Majesty’s Government propose to adopt, 
in the interests of the health of the 


naval and military forces at Gibraltar, ° 


fer the compulsory demolition of build- 
ings which have been condemned by the 
local medical authorities, for the improve- 
ment of the drainage scheme, for the 
prevention of the granting of leases of 
Government land to syndicates formed 
by building speculators and rack-renters, 
and for the provision of recreation grounds 
for the use of soldiers and sailors serving 
at that station. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [_ in- 
formed the hon. Member on the 24th 
April last that the report of the 
Committee was confidential and that it 
was not intended to publish it. The 
health of Gibraltar is good; the death- 
rate for 1898 was only 17.79 per 1,000. 
The remodelling of the whole drainage of 
the fortress was concluded early last year, 
and I have no reason to believe that any- 
thing further is required. The Sanitary 
Commissioners have already  sutticient 
powers for dealing with insanitary houses 
and are exercising them satisfactorily. 
I have no information as to any Crown 
leases having been granted to syndicates 
of building speculators and rack-renters. 
The practice has always heen, if possible, 


to renew leases to the former holders, or 


if they were not applicants to put them 
up for public competition. There is no 
space available on the limited part of the 
rock not reserved for military purposes 
for the provision of further recreation 
grounds, nor, so far as I am aware, has 
aby recommendation been made to that 
effect. 
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ALLIANCE RUMOURS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he has any papers to lay upen 
the Table or any statement to make as 
to the progress of the negotiations for 
the conclusion of a triple alliance between 
Great Britain, the United States, and 
Germany, announced. by the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies at Leicester on 
29th November last. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No such state- 
ment was ever made by my right hon. 
friend. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
with the cognisance of the Cabinet that 
the Colonial Secretary makes these 
absurd suggestions ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


WAIMA., 
*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what progress has been made 
with the Waima arbitration. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): Ne- 
gotiations are still proceeding for arbitra- 
tion on this and other West African 
claims, but I am not yet in a position to 
announce an agreement as to the terms. 


ROYAL NATIONAL LIFEBOAT INSTI- 
TUTION, — TELEPHONIC COMMU- 
NICATION. 

Sir CAMERON GULL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
a request has been made to the Post Oftice 
authorities by the Royal National Life- 
boat Institution for leave to use the tele- 
phonic coast communication, if necessary, 
in connection with the usual practices of 
their lifeboats ; and if so, whether any 
and what answer has been given to such 
request. 


Tuk FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): After a personal discussion between 
representatives of the Life Boat 
Institution and the Post Office, the 


Postmaster General replied on the 8th 


mC 
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ultimo that he did not see his way to} 


transmit free of charge telegrams which 
were for purposes of practice only. The 


Secretary of the Institution acknowledged | 


the receipt of this letter and stated that 
it would be submitted to his Committee. 


TELEGRAPHIC CHARGE ANOMALIES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that recent 
instructions have been issued to telegraph 


masters and those in charge of 
telegraph offices to charge “M.P.” 
as two words but “p.m.” as 


one word, although the practice has 
been to charge “M.P.” as one word ; 
whether he is aware that ‘“steam- 
ship” is charged as one word but “s,s.” 
as two words, that 
charged as two words but “ St. Peter” as 
one word in inland telegrams, and that 
“St. Cloud” is charged as two words in 
foreign telegrams but “Saint Cloud” 
is charged as one word in foreign 
telegrams; and whether he will permit 
“Charing Cross” to go as one word in 
inland telegrams. 


Mr. HANBURY : All combinations of 
letters which are in the nature of cipher 
are now charged for at the rate of five 
letters to a word. In the case of all other 
letters not being words in any’ European 


language or in Latin each letter is charged 


for. M.P. is treated in precisely the same 
way as K.C.B, G.C.M.G., ete. The 
answer to the second paragraph is yes, 
and to the third no. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Does the Postmaster General mean to 
imply that a Member of Parliament is 
only a cipher 1 


Mr. HANBURY: No; it is because 
he is not a cipher that he is charged the 
ordinary rate. 


TELEGRAPHIST’S SICK LEAVE. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
a female telegraphist of the Western 
District Office, London, visited Dr. Mason, 
the official medical officer, on 18th De- 
cember, and, whilst admitting she was 
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suffering from a severe cold, stated she 
could perform her duties; that, on the 
same day, Dr. Oswald, of Brixton, who 
has been in attendance on the telegraphist 
for some time, certified she had bronchial 
catarrh and debility, and ordered her to 
remain indoors ; and that, although Dr, 
Oswald afterwards extended the certifi- 
cate till 28th December, the telegraphist 
has been reported and punished with the 
loss of two days’ pay for remaining from 
office during this period ; whether it can 
be stated why the Post Office official 
declines to accept the certificate of a well- 
known practitioner; and whether the 
Postmaster General will personally in- 
vestigate the circumstances which have 
led to the telegraphist being condemned 
for malingering though only acting in 
obedience to medical instructions. 


Mr. HANBURY: In the opinion of 
the Medical Officer of the Western Dis- 
trict, who saw the telegraphist in question 
on the 18th and 23rd of December, her 
state of health on those days was not 
such as to require her to remain at home ; 
but as Dr. Oswald, who saw her on the 
26th, was of a contrary opinion, the Post- 
master General has thought it right to 
give her the benefit of the doubt, and her 
pay for the two days in question has been 
allowed. 


ENNISCORTHY POST OFFICE. 

Mr. THOMAS J. HEALY (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, what is the cause of the delay in 
commencing the building of the proposed 
new post office in Enniscorthy ; and if he 
can state when the work is likely to be 
begun. 


Mr. HANBURY: When tenders were 
obtained for the new Post Office building 
‘at Enniscorthy, the lowest one was so 
‘much in excess of the authorised expendi- 
ture that it was necessary to recast the 
plans with a view to reducing the ex- 
pense. The Board of Public Works 
express the hope that the new building 
will be begun in April next. 


TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS 
REGULATIONS. 

CotonEL PRYCE-JONES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, will 
he explain why, at certain telegraph 
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offices, telegrams addressed to Newtown 
in accordance with the Postal Guide are 


refused unless the name of the county ' 


is added. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware that telegrams for 
Newtown in the county of Montgomery 
are refused unless the name of the 
county is added. The name of the 
county is not necessary in that case, as 
there is no other head post office of the 
same name. If the hon. Member will 
bring to the Postmaster General’s notice 
any case in which the addition of the 
name of the county has been insisted 
upon, inquiry will be made in the matter. 


CotonEL PRYCEJONES: I beg to 
tell the right hon. Gentleman I had a case 
this Very morning. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member may put a question, but not 
make a statement. 


DUBLIN MUSEUM—REMOVAL OF 
OBJECTS OF ART. 

Sin T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether a 
number of objects of art are being 
removed from the Dublin Museum by the 
Science and Art Museum at South Ken- 
sington ; 
whether, in view of the expense incurred 
by the Dublin Museum in providing for 
the exhibition of these objects, they will 
he allowed to remain in Dublin. 


*THeE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): I can assure the hon. Member 
that no objects of art are being or have 
been removed from the Dublin Museum 
except those referred to in my answer 
last week. 


DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON THE 
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 
CotonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY: I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the, 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether the terms of reference of the | 
Departmental Committee appointed to 


consider the reorganisation of the Educa- | 
tion Department and the Science and Art ' 
Department have been enlarged since its 
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and if so, for what reason ; and | 
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appointment in July last; whether the 
present terms of reference cover the ques- 
tion of the organisation requisite for 
carrying out the new duties which in 
April next devolve upon the Board of 
Education under Clauses 2 and 3 of the 
Board of Education Act ; and whether he 
will communicate to the House the present 
terms of reference of the Departmental 
Committee. 


*Sir J. GORST : The answer to the two 
first paragraphs is in the affirmative. 
In answer to the third paragraph, if the 
hon.and gallant Member will move I 
shall be happy to lay them upon the Table. 


CONGESTED a (SCOTLAND) 

*Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate what balance, if any, 
of the sums of money granted by Parlia- 
ment for the purposes of the Congested 
Districts Relief (Scotland) Act is in hand; 
and what sums have been expended upon 
the principal objects of the Act—namely, 
the acquisition of cultivable land suitable 
for crofters and the extension of existing 
crofters’ holdings. 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray,  Buteshire): The 


‘balance referred to by the hon. Member 


was on the 3lst ultimo £62,678 17s. 10d. 
There are, however, large liabilities by 
the Congested Districts Board for grants 
promised, upon the recommendation of 
their Agricultural and Works Committees, 
on fulfilment of certain conditions, amount- 
ing to about £27,000. In respect of 
migration only £1,451 has been actually 
paid, but negotiations in regard to the 
purchase of land at Bowe Syre, and other 
places, are pending which may involve 
the Board in payments of £18,000. The 
Board may thus be called upon to find 
£45,000 out of the balanee in hand. I 
may add that the Board consider that it 
is much better to proceed with caution 
than by precipitate action in disregard of 
economic conditions to risk the making of 


‘mistakes which would defeat the purposes 


for which the Board was established. 


WELSH RAILWAY DISPUTE. 
Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 


' side): I beg to ask the President of the 


Board of Trade whether, in view of the 
continued refusal of the Taff Vale, 


‘Cardiff, Barry, and Rhymney Railway 


Y 
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Cuestions. 


Companies to meet the accredited repre- | 


sentatives of their employees or submit 


the matters in dispute to arbitration, he | 


will take immediate steps to put the Con- 
ciliation Act in operation. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovctas, Kent, 


{COMMONS} 
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| gaining any advantage in quality or other- 
| wise. 


' *Mr. J. POWELL WILLIAMS: The 
answer to the second paragraph of the 
question is in the negative. The contrary 
is the fact. This statement disposes of 
the first paragraph of the question. 


St. Augustine) (for Mr. Rircnie): I | 


trust that no action on the part of the 


Board of Trade will be required in order | 


to induce the railway companies referred 
to in the question to meet the accredited 
representatives of their employees. 


WATERFORD AND LIMERICK RAIL- 
WAY DISPUTE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that three 
men, named* O'Connell, Murphy, and 
Halpin, were recently dismissed from the 
employment of the Waterford and 
Limerick Railway Company because of 
some action alleged to have been taken 
hy them in opposition to the proposed 
sale of the Waterford and Limerick Rail- 
way tothe Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company, a 
pletion of which is now before Parliament : 
whether he is aware that the offence of 
these men was instigated by the fear 
which they felt, in common with others, 
that the proposed amalgamation of these 
railways would cause the works in 
Limerick to be closed ; and whether the 
Government propose to take any action 
to have the men O'Connell, Murphy, and 
Halpin restored to their employment. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
RitcHi£): The Board of Trade are not 
ina position to take any action in the 
matter referred to, but I have received a 
letter from the chairman of the Water- 
ford, Limerick, and Western Railway 
Company, which I shall be happy to show 
to the hon. Member. 


GOVERNMENT METAL PURCHASES. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Ottice if 
he could explain how the purchase of 
metals by tender has worked better than 
the old system of buying through a 
broker; and whether the Government 
have been obliged to give higher prices 


Bill for the com- | 


in consequence of the new svstem without 





DINGLE PIER. 

Sir T. G. ESMONDE: I beg to ask 
‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
‘tenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
several accidents have taken place at 
Dingle caused by the insutticient aceom- 
modation afforded by the pier there, and 
when the Congested Districts Board in- 
tends to proceed with the work of widen- 
ing and extending it; whether he is also 
aware that protection is badly needed by 
the fiftv canoes engaged in the fishing 
industry in Smerwick Harbour, and if he 
will use his influence with the Congested 
Districts Board to have a pier or slip con- 
structed there as soon as possible ; and if 
he can state when the work of construct- 
ing the pier at Dunquin will be proceeded 
with, 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): In the absence of my right hon. 
friend I will reply to this and the subse- 
quent questions which are addressed to 
him on to-day’s Paper. With regard to 
the pier at Dingle, both the Harbour 
Board and the Rural District Council have 
been informed that before considering the 
application for a grant towards the cost 
of extending the pier, the Congested 
Districts Board wished to have definite 
proposals before them stating what local 
contribution would be forthcoming and 
what the entire cost would be. The 
Board have not yet reczived this informa- 
tion, As regards the slip or pier at 
Smerwick, the Board will be prepared to 
consider the question of a contribution 
towards the cost of that work upon learn- 
ing from the County Council that they 
will carry out the work in accordance 
with the plans to be approved by the 
Board. With respect to the pier at 
Dunquin, the Board have not yet had an 
opportunity of having carried out the 
| inspection which the hon. Member was in- 
formed was necessary in the Board's letter 
to him of the 9th May last, and no steps 
appear to have been taken in the matter 
of this work by the county authorities, 
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RELIGIOUS DISABILITIES IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that on the 14th instant the Lord Chan- 
cellor, the Lord Justice Fitzgibbon, and 
the Master of the Rolls were sworn Lord 
Justices for the Government of Ireland 
during the absence of Lord Cadogan, the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland; whether he 
js aware that Sir R. Martin and the Right 
Hon. J. M. Meade were also present but 
were (disqualified from acting owing to 
their being Roman Catholics; and 
whether he will advise the Government 
to legislate during the present session of 
Parliament to remove the religious dis- 
abilities under which Roman Catholics 
suffer in Ireland. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFoUR): The facts are as stated in the 
first and second paragraphs. Under the 
provisions of Section 12 of the Act 10th 
George LV., ¢. 7, Roman Catholics are 
legally disqualified from holding the oftice 
mentioned. The Government cannot 
undertake to introduce legislation in the 
present session in the direction suggested 
in the third paragraph. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Consider- 
ing that there is a Bill before this House 
to remove these disabilities, will the 
Government give it their support ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: That question should | 


not be addressed to me. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: Were not the 
gentlemen who were sworn in as Lords 
Justices themselves Roman Catholics ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: That question does 
not arise. By law, Roman Catholics are 


disqualified for the office. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: Is not this 


{5 Fepru 


ARY 1900} 


i assumed, in England. 
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What will 


(Juestions. 
Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL: 
Kruger say ! 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


IRISH HERRING INDUSTRY. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he has received several 
resolutions, including one from the Kerry 
County Council, dealing with the question 
of Government brand for cured Irish 
herrings ; and whether, seeing that the 
Government brand on cured herrings is 
used to great advantage in the English 
and Scotch fishing districts, and that fish- 
ing is one of Ireland’s greatest industries, 
permission will be given to use the 
Government brand in that country, so as 
to place the Irish cured herring on the 
same level with that of England and 
Scotland. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): The answer to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. Legislation 
would be necessary in order to authorise 
a brand for herrings in Ireland, such as 
exists in Scotland, though not, as is 
It is desirable that 


‘the matter should be considered by the 


new Department of Agriculture before 
the Government can undertake to intro- 
duee such legislation. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman make representations with a 
view to giving equal treatment to Ireland 
with other portions of the United King- 


'dom on this important question, or is this 


disqualification under the Act which , 
makes all priests felons ¢ 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Do not 


the Government profess in England to 


give equal rights to all men, irrespective | 


of religion ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 


Catholics good enough to be shot down 
in South Africa ? 


Are not | 


4 


to be still another instance of unequal 
treatment ? 


{No answer was given. | 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT RATE 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland in the case of how many unions 
did the Irish Local Government Board in- 
crease the allowance to be made in 
respect of the standard rate by reason of 
special circumstances, and how many 
applications for increased allowance on the 
standard year were received. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
Batrour) : The Local Government Board 
Y¥ 2 








587 (uestions. 
increased the assessment of the standard 
year under Section 49 (1) of Local 
Government Act on account of excep- 
tional circumstances in forty-nine unions. 
The number of eases in which definite 
application for an increase under this sec- 
tion were made to the Board were fifty- 
six, but in the case of about twenty other 
unions resolutions were passed of an in- 
definite character demanding general 
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|a female guardian, complained of having 
| caught the niece of one of the employees 
carrying out in a basket beef, bread, tea, 
and other property of the guardians, 
without leave or permission from the 
‘authorities ; and whether he can say if 
‘any report has been made to the Local 
'Government Board, what are the details, 
'and what steps have been taken in the 
, matter. 


liberal treatment from the Local Govern- | 


ment Board. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Iam obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman. Perhaps he 
will grant a return, as great interest is 
felt in this matter. 


KERRY LAND APPEALS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I heg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that sittings of 
the Land Commission for the hearing of 


appeals is arranged for several districts in , 


Ireland up to the end of March, 1900; 
and whether he is aware that there are a 
number of appeals awaiting trial in 
Kerry ; and if so, why is there no date 
fixed for that county by the Appeal Land 
Court. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrotunr) : The answer to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. There are 
ninety cases in which appeals have been 
lodged from County Kerry but have not 
yet been listed for hearing. In twenty 
of these cases the notices of appeal were 
received during last month. <A. sitting 
for the hearing of appeals from County 
Kerry will be arranged in due course 
having regard to the prior claims of other 
(listricts. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say why County Kerry has 
been so neglected in this matter as com- 
pared with other parts of Treland ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I can only deny | Kok 
{ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


that it is neglected. 


| the High Sheriff of the County Donegal,. 
I beg | 


BELFAST UNION, 
Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 5.) : 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | 
tion has been called to the proceedings of | 
the Belfast Poor Law Guardians at their | 
Jast weekly meeting, when Miss Carson, | 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W, 
| BaLFour): The attention of the Local 
| Government Board has been directed to 
the facts stated in the first paragraph. 
The matter has been finally dealt with by 
'the guardians, who, on receipt of a report 
from the visiting committee, called upon 
| the employee in question to send in her 
resignation. 


| 


SMALL HOUSES (ACQUISITION OF 
OWNERSHIP) BILL. 

Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of extending the provisions of the 
Small Houses (Acquisition of Ownership) 
Bill to the rural districts in Ireland, steps 


_will be taken to empower the district 


councils to carry out such a measure. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W, 
BaLrour): The meaning of this question 
is not quite clear. District councils are 
already empowed to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Act, and in November last 
the Loeal Government Board wrote to 
every county and district council ex- 
plaining very fully the object of the 
measure and the powers of the council 
under it, as well as the procedure to be 
adopted in carrying it into operation. So 
far as the Board are at present aware, 


about forty district councils — have 
adopted the provisions of the Act. 
LIFFORD COUNTY COURT HOUSE. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [ beg to 


that, on Monday last, Mr. Hardman, D.L., 


with a posse of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary under District Inspector Dagg,. 
turned out of the county court house 
at Lifford a contractor and his workmen 
who were employed in making some 
alterations in that building according te 
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the directions of the county council ; and 
by whose directions were the Royal Irish 
Constabulary employed for this purpose. 








Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
matter have not yet been fully ascer- 
tained, and I must ask the hon. Member 
wo defer the question until Thursday 


next. 


REMOVALS OF IRISH MAGISTRATES. 

Mr. MANDEVILLE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
af Ireland will he explain on what 
gounds the Lord Chancellor recently re- 
moved from the Commission of the Peace 
for the county of Tipperary Mr. Kendal 
(. O'Brien, who held his commission ex- 
officio as Chairman of the Tipperary Rural 
District No. 1; is he aware that Mr. 
(Brien subsequently resigned his chair- 
manship, but was again elected to that 
fice; and will he explain why, when 
Mr. O’Brien on his re-election applied to 
be sworn in as a Justice of the Peace, the 
Lord Chancellor declined to issne the 
writ of dedimus, but issued a second writ 
of stpersession. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLFour): In answer to the first para- 
graph of the question, the Lord Chan- 
cellor, in his letter of the 25th November 
sent to Mr. O’Brien, stated that he 
removed Mr. O’Brien from the Com- 
mission of the Peace for having been 
guilty of conduct inconsistent with his 
position as a Justice in having, at a time 
when the forces of Her Majesty were 
engaged in warlike operations in South 
Africa, at a meeting of the Tipperary 
(No. 1) Distriet Council, put from the 
chair a resolution offering encouragement 
to the Boer enemies of Her Majesty and 
expressing a hope that they would have 
4 complete triumph ; and in having on a 
second occasion seconded, and supported 
by a speech, a resolution in the following 
terms, namely— 


“That we congratulate the people of the 
South African Republic on what now turns 
out to be the victory of Glencoe over the 
same enemy that governs Ireland by force ; 
and that we desire to place on record our | 
admiration of those istchaiten under Colonel 
Blake and Mr. McBride, who are fighting for 
the Republic, and who truly represent Irish 
National opinion, notwithstanding the fact 
that some thoughtless, ignorant and dispirited 
young Irishmen are always to be found bearing | 


‘ 
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, arms for England ; and that we trust complica- 

| tions may arise which will: mark their unjust 
and shameful attempt todestroy a free people 

as the beginning of the end of England’s poli- 
tical career.” 


The fact is as stated in the second para- 
graph. The Lord Chancellor refused to 
regard the causes in respect of which Mr. 
O’Brien was removed fromthe Commission 
on the 25th November as being ended by 
the time which since elapsed, or by the 
form of proceedings to which Mr. O’Brien 
has had recourse. The Lord Chancellor 
thereupon again removed Mr. O’Brien 
from the Commission of the Peace. 

Carrain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say what object 
is gained by thus stifling public opinion in 
Treland 4 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 
hon. Member is now arguing. 


The 


COMPULSORY HIRING OF LAND. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, Ike- 
ston)’: I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he will 
state the number of orders for compulsory 
hiring of land, under Section 10. of 
the Local Government Act, 189-4, de- 
posited with the Board during the year 
ending March, 1899, and whether there 
were any orders which the Board did not 
confirm. 

THE PRESIDENT or 


THE LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLIN, 


Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : 


Two orders of the kind referred to in 
the question were deposited with the 
Local Government Board during the year 
ended March last. In one of these cases 
the order was conrirmed by the Board, 
The other case was not proceeded with in 
consequence of the application for the 
land being withdrawn. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACLOUS SPEECH. 
[FrrtH Day’s DEBATE.] 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [30th January | to 
Question [30th January], “That an hum- 
ble Address be presented to Her Majesty, 


| as followeth :— 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 
We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
Fifth Duy. 
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and | 


Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” (Cuptain 
Pretyman.) 


And which Amendment was 


“At the end of the (Question, to add the 
words, ‘ But we humbly express our regret at 
the want of knowledge, foresight, and judgment 
displayed by Your Majesty's advisers, alike 
in their conduct of South African affairs since 
1895 and in their preparations for the war now 
proceeding.” °-—(Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice.) 


Question again proposed, “That those 
words be there added.” 


Debate resumed. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): [ shall not waste much 
of the time of the House in offering a 
justification for those who brought for- 
ward this Amendment. Those who 
object to an Amendment of this character, 
I think, must be persons who are abso- 
lutely ignorant of the history of their 
country and of the history of the Parlia- 
ment of this country. ‘The Prime 
Minister told us the other day that the 
situation in which the nation finds itself 
was one of humiliation not devoid of 
danger. Lord Rosebery, in a speech 
made not long ago, said that the prestige 
of this country had been shattered, and 
would require to be repaired. I should 
like to know, from any man who has read 
the history of his country, when in such 
a situation as that the House of Commons 
has failed to perform its duty as repre- 
sentative of the nation, in calling upon 
the Executive Government to give an 
account of their conduct which — has 
brought the country into such a situation 
as that, performing that which is not 
only its right and its duty, but which is 
also in the interest of the nation. Have 
the people who object to this Amend- 
ment ever heard the names of Chatham, 
Fox, or Burke, whose fame depends on 
the eloquence and the determination with 
which, in the great war against the 
American colonies, they persisted in 
opposing the policy of the Government ? 


Have they ever heard of the man whose ' 


name has descended to my hon. friend the 
Member for the Berwick Division—have | 
they ever heard of the course that Lord 
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Grey and the Liberal party took in the 
great war with France? To come to more 
recent times, have they ever heard—I am 
sorry to say I am old enough to have 
heard it myself—of the course taken 
in respect of the Crimean War? There 
is one authority to which gentlemen 


, opposite at least will pay some respect— 
that of Lord 


Beaconsfield. At that 
period, in the darkest moment of depres- 
sion in that Crimean contest, what was it 
Lord Beaconsfield said when he was sup- 
porting an inquiry which was regarded 
as a vote of want of confidence in the 
Government ? The words are practically 
those of the Amendment now before the 
House. He said 

“The desiyns of the Government have been 
hastily conceived, and have heen attempted 


to be carried out by inadequate means ; they 


have shown throughout the whole conception 
and the management of their scheme a want 
of foresight, ot firmness, of depth, and of all 
those resources which it became a Government 
to exhibit that had entered upon an enterprise 
of such moment. If an inquiry were not held 
now it never would be held.’ 


That has been the invariable tradition of 
Parliament, which has not been suspended 
for 200 years, and IT hope that while 
Parliament exists, and while the British 
Constitution is not suspended, it still will 
remain the tradition of the House of 
Commons. But what a _ preposterous 
doctrine is this. It amounts to this 
that the greater the disasters in which a 
Government involves the country the 
more certain ought they to be of impunity, 
and that true patriotism requires that 
they shall not be called to account. This 
Amendment challenges the Government 
to give to the nation and to Parliament 
an account; it challenges their policy in 
entering upon the war, and their capacity 
in its conduct. That is our right, and 
that is our duty. The object of the 
Amendment is to extract, if we ean ex- 
tract, from the Government more ade- 
quate explanation of the causes which 
have led to what Lord Salisbury calls “a 
state of humiliation.” I hope that the 
Leader of this House, the First Lord of 
the Treasury, will not think I am guilty 
of any disrespect to him if I do not enter 
upon a minute examination of the ex- 
planations which he has offered in this 
House and elsewhere. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY ( Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
K.): Hear, hear ! 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 


sure he will not. He does not accurately , 


recollect his own speeches. He tells us he 
has not the least interest in them. It is 
true that the Prime Minister said that 


if he had had _ notice he would 
have laid a bound copy of those 
speeches on the Table cf the 


House of Lords. I do not know that 
that is a publication for which the right 
hon. Gentleman is particularly anxious, 
or whether he claims copyright in those 
speeches. But I think the right hon. 
Gentleman, if I may say so without dis- 
respect, must be satisfied by this time 
that that is not an explanation which the 
nation expects, or which Parliament 
ought to accept. But this Government, 
which is united in its action, has taken 
the advantage which we know in criminal 
courts is frequently resorted to by accused 
persons—they have thought fit to sever 
in their defence. The Prime Minister has 
given his account of what led to the con- 
dition of humiliation of this country, and 
he says that this Government has been 
the ‘ victim of the British Constitution.” 
The British Constitution may be very de- 
fective, but it has served the purpose for 
two centuries. It was sufficient for the 
Duke of Marlborough ; it was  sutticient, 
I may say, for the two centuries 
in which the British Empire has been 
created. It was sufficient for Lord Chat- 
ham, and even the Duke of Wellington 
got along with it. I never heard Lord 
Palmerston whining about the British 
Constitution, and I never heard that Lord 
Beaconsfield contemplated a constitutional 
revolution. But then the noble Mar- 
quess tells us it is not only the British 
Constitution, it is the financial system 
of this country which is the cause 
of the present condition of humiliation. 
It is Chancellors of the Exchequer-—I 
mean the genus, not the species —it is 
the Treasury system which has brought 
us into the position in which we now find 
ourselves. That originally was to be put 
an end to. But then happened an 
explanation—I suppose I ought to call it 
an apology—and we were assured that it 
was not this Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
that it was not this Treasury which had 
embarrassed the Government; on the 
contrary, they had done everything that 
could be desired. Then what is the 


relevance of this attack upon the Treasury 
it they have done all that you wish ? 
What trivialities ! 


We are to have an 
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attack upon Treasury control. That 
is a matter of which I have had 


some experience, and this I will tell 
the House of Commons, that if you 
are going to abolish Treasury con- 
trol, if you are going to allow Depart- 
ments—the Foreign Office and the 
Colonial Oftice—to make war when they 
please without the control of Parliament, 
and to spend what money they please 
without the supervision of the Treasury, 
besides the many millions which this war 
will cost, the result of such a policy as 
that will be to reduce this country into a 
state of finance such as exists in other 
nations where Treasury control is not 
permitted. There is another cause given 
for this humiliation, and that is that the 
Government had not secret service money 
enough. What, Sir—with their majority 
they could not get what secret service 
money they wanted for the purpose of the 
defence of the Empire! Such a_ plea 
shows that they have very little confidence 
in their own supporters. They did not 
know anything, they could not know 
anything, because they had not secret ser- 
vice money enough; and then from his 
place the First Lord of the Treasury tells 
us that they did know everything. Is it 
possible that they can expect that the 
country will be satisfied with explanations 
of this character? No, Sir; they know 
very well that these justifications that 
have been offered have been received with 
blank astonishment, with disappointment, 
and I do not think it would be too much 
to say, they have been received with 
dismay. ‘Those are the explanations 
which have been offered by the 
two principal members of the Cabinet. 
There is a third member of the Cabinet 
who has also offered his explanation, and 
I do not know that that contributed a 
great deal to our enlightenment. The 
Firat Lord of the Admiralty the other 
day explained the policy of the Govern- 
ment, stating— 

“Then came the declaration of war by the 
Transvaal Government, and then, and not 
before, it was arranged that an Army Corps 
should be sent out.” 

The “man in the street” knows better than 
that. How can a member of the Cabinet 
be so ignorant of what has oceurred, so 
ignorant of their own policy and _ their 
own action? The Royal Proclamation 


‘for calling out the Reserves took place 


upon 7th October, and the ultimatum 
of the Boers took place upon 9th October. 
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He said, too, it was never arranged that 
an Army Corps should be sent out until 


after the ultimatum of the Boers had been | 
delivered. Then, when the right hon. 


Gentleman is informed of this, I suppose 
for the first time, he says, “Oh, it is a 
question of dates.” Of course it is a 
question of dates. The relation of cause 
and effect is always a question of date. 
Of course, the ultimatum of the Boers 


was a reply to the proclamation for 


calling out the Reserves. What were 
the Reserves and the Army Corps called 
out for? It was to invade the ter- 
ritory of the Transvaal and to march 
upon Pretoria, and the ultimatum does 
not seem to me to be an unnatural 
reply to a measure of that character. 
These are the explanations which have 
been offered to the country by members 
of the Cabinet ; but there was an explana- 
tion of a different character offered, not 
by a Cabinet Minister. I think a 
brighter light than any offered by the 
Cabinet was that contained in the re- 
markably brilliant speech of the Member 
for Dover, the Under Secretary for War, 
Old Members of this House always look 


with admiration and hope to such per- ' 


formances as that of the hon. Gentleman. 
A more remarkable exhibition of brilliant 
talent I have never heard, and I look for- 
ward with confidence in the House of 
Commons, when many of us will have 
passed away, to know that its great 
reputation will be sustained by such bril- 
liant politicians. I was not very much 


consoled by the assurance that what has | 


happened to us was the inexorable law of 
fate—that we must always he defeated in 


the first instance, and that we must 
muddle through afterwards. In these 


days when wars are short, when they 
last weeks rather than months, that is 
not a very satisfactory assurance, and 
for my part I think that the moral of 
the lesson is that the less you go to war 
the better. This Amendment challenges 


the conduct of the Government in refer- | 


ence to South Africa since the year 1895. 
The Prime Minister said-— 

“Why do you begin in 18957 The situation 
began much earlier ; you must go further back. 
You must go to 188] and 1884.” 

[Ministerial cheers.] Iam glad to receive 
the assent of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 


because that is entirely my opinion. It | 


is the fact that the policy of 1881 and 
1884 lies at the root of the whole matter, 
that it was the situation with which this 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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‘Government had to deal in 1895 when 
they came into office. What was that 
situation, and what was the policy of 
188] and 18847 <A good many gentle- 
men, some of whom were responsible for 
that policy, have tried their hands and 
their memories by giving an. account of 
that transaction. I confess I do not 
think it is a very commendable thing for 
members of Cabinets, whether, like the 
Duke of Argyll, they stand in a white sheet 
or not, to attempt to give their own indi- 
| vidual opinions on the policy of a Cabinet, 
The policy of a Cabinet ought to he 
known by the authentic account of it 
given to Parliament by that Cabinet. We 
know what the policy of the Cabinet of 
188] was. It was very definitely declared. 
The Duke of Devonshire’s memory is not 
so retentive as I should have expected, 
because he said there were only three of 
his colleagues still extant. He forgot 
three who are still alive. I happen acci- 
dentally to be one of them ; in 18x81 I was, 
with him, a principal Secretary of State. 
But it is not my authority I am going to 
quote, nor my memory. I am sure the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Seere- 
tary will remember that I was a colleague 
of his at that time, because I think I was 
perhaps his most earnest and constant 
supporter in the policy which was then 
pursued. I remember very well that a 
‘great honour was conferred upon the 
Colonial Secretary at that time, only 
lately a Cabinet Minister; he was selected 
|to declare to Parliament what was the 
policy and what were the motives of the 
, policy of the Cabinet of 1881. That is 
_the authentic account, and the only 
authentic account that can be given, of 
that policy. I will read one extract, 
because it shows what lies at the root of 
the whole question of South Africa and 
the relations of Great Britain to that part 
of the world. I do not bring this forward 
‘as against the Colonial Secretary as an 
individual ; [ object altogether to attacks 
upon individual Ministers as distinguished 
from the Cabinet ; the Cabinet is respon: 
‘sible; and, therefore, in reading this 
‘extract I am reading the declared policy 
of the Cabinet as stated by its authentic 
instrument, who is now the Colonial 
‘Secretary. This is what the right hon. 
| Gentleman said— 


! “He did not doubt that with the large force 
| placed at our disposal, we could have, if so 
| minded, overrun the Transvaal and reconquered 
| the country. Our difficulties, however, would 
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not have ended there. We should have had to 


face probably the opposition of the Free State, | 


and the Government would have been con- 


fronted with the agitation among the Dutch | 
| appeal to the House of Commons, to appeal, 


colonists of the Cape. They would have had 
vrmanently to maintain a large army on a 
juropean scale. They would have had to risk 
the best interests of South Africa and face an 
insurrection at any moment when any con- 
siderable portion of our troops were removed.” 


The right hon. Gentleman must have for- 
gotten that when he questioned the state- 
ment by Lord Kimberley that that had 
heen one of the motives which had 
governed the Cabinet of 1881. Those 
were prudential considerations. They 
have been stigmatised as cowardly. They 
are considerations that ought not to be 
left out of sight by any statesman, and 
they were in full view of the Cabinet of 
1881. But that was not the only nor the 
principal ground of that policy, and here 
[ hope I may be allowed to state in words 
characterised by all the foree and lucidity 
which always distinguish the statements 
of the right hon. Gentleman what was the 
policy of 1881. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said— 


“Bat these were not the main reasons why, 
as he submitted, it was impossible for them to 
maintain the annexation of the Transvaal. 
He thought that course was impossible for any 
Government caring for the honour as well as 
for the interests of this country. It was con- 
trary to their treaty engagements; it was 
contrary to the best traditions of a free 
country. When they found out that the 
wishes and sentiments of the Boers were 
entirely misunderstood—that they had gained 
the Transvaal on false pretences -they were 
bound in honour to withdraw from the pesi- 
tion which they had unwittingly and wrongly 
taken up. He could not understand how 
those who talked so glibly of the honour of 
this country should fail to see that the 
greatest shame and humiliation would be in 
maintaining «a high-handed breach of faith 
and destroying the independence of a 
people which they had solemnly engaged to 
respect. . . . They had the power in their 
hands, but they had not the will to use it. 
The strength of the giant was there, but it 
would have been tyrannous to employ it. If 
they had not so employed it, it was because 
they were not satisfied with the justice of 
their cause, because they did not think 
there was any end to be served commensurate 


with the sacrifice they would impose upon | 


themselves and others, and because they 
‘had learned to recognise in their oppo- 
nents qualities which were worthy of a free 
people. As soon as it became mani- 


fest that to conciliate the Boers with any offer 
‘short of absolute independence was impossible, | 
ithat the restoration of their independence was 
absolutely called for with regard to our treaty 
‘engagements and the honour of our country, 
to have continued to maintain the annexation 
‘would have been an act which he could only | 


{5 Fepruary 1900} 


the Queen's Speech. 598 


describe in terms which had been applied by a 
high authority to a different subject—as an 
act of ‘fraud, force, and folly” . . . For 
his part he was not afraid or ashamed to 


if necessary, to the English people, to justify 
the course which the Government had taken, 
and above all to approve their action in pre- 
ferring justice to revenge, and in restoring to 
a brave people the independence of which they 
ought never to have been deprived.” 


That was the policy of 1881 as declared 
by the Colonial Secretary. I do not 
know if he has altered his opinion on 
that subject. I adhere to mine, and | 
am as proud of that policy to-day as | 
was then. Remembering that, and _re- 
membering how we laboured together in 
that cause, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been chosen because he 
was the protagonist and the champion of 
the restoration of independence to the 
Transvaal [| Mr. CHAMBERLAIN dis- 
sented.] My recollection is that he was 
expressing his sentiments when he made 
that declaration, and my recollection is 
that he was selected specially to state the 
policy of the Government because he had 
been and was an earnest and eager sup- 
porter of that policy. Therefore I was a 
little surprised when, in the last session 
of Parliament, he spoke of that policy as 
one for which he had only a corporate 
responsibility. I do not know whether, 
when he remembers that speech, he will 
call it a little more than a corporate 
responsibility. I think he must have 
heen an earnest believer in the policy, or 
he would not have addressed the House 
in language such as that. That was the 
policy of 1881, and the same Government 
with the same corporate responsibility, so 
far from restricting, expanded that inde- 
pendence in 1884. There have been 
several Governments since that time. 
There was the Government of Lord 
Salisbury, and it, through the mouth of 
Mr. W. H. Smith, declared that by the 
Conventions they were bound, and that 
they could not pretend, therefore, to 
interfere with the internal government of 
the Transvaal outside of the Conventions. 
The same thing was said by the mouth of 
my hon. friend the late Under Seere- 
tary for the Colonies in the Govern- 


ment of Lord Rosebery, and that 
was the situation in 1895, the 
‘period at which this Government 


undertook the management of things in 
South Africa. It may be said that a 
great deal happened between 1881 and 
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1895 ; that there had grown up the popu- 
lation of Johannesburg, that the griev- 
ances of the Uitlanders had become 
acute, and that the Conventions were no 
longer applicable to the situation. That 
is a view which some people may have 
taken, but was that the view taken by 
this Government in 1895% All the 
grievances of the Uitlanders were well 
known. The raid was just about to take 
place. Had they in any sense altered 
their view of the rights and obligations 
created by the Conventions, and did they 
attempt to say that they had been in any 
respect varied? In 1896, by a singular 
coincidence, the policy of the Government 
—and here again | do not speak of the 
action of an individual—was declared by 
the same voice that declared the policy of 
the Government in 1881. The Colonial 
Secretary was then again the organ of the 
party he had joined. He had been before 


the organ of the party he had left. But 
his view was precisely the same. What 


did he say when he addressed the House 
in 1896? I will give the important sen- 
tence in that declaration. He pointed out 
the infinite dangers and perils which 
would arise from a war to enforce internal 
reforms in the Transvaal, and he said that 
to go to war with President Kruger to 
foree upon him reforms in the internal 
affairs of a State with which successive 
Secretaries of State had repudiated all 
right of interference would be a course of 
action as immoral as it would be unwise. 
The circumstances which had oceurred 
had not changed the view of the 
Government up to 1896 in any respect 
from the policy of 1881 and 1884. 
And then he proceeded elaborately to 
explain to us what were exactly the 
relations between the British Government 
and the Transvaal created by these Con- 
ventions. He said that “the right, and 
the only right, is one of friendly repre- 
sentation,” and in a formal manner he 
also declared 


“In the next place it ix necessary that | 
should state clearly and unequivocally what is 
the position which Her Majesty's Government 
claim to hold towards the Government of the 
South African Republic since the Convention 
of 1884. Her Majesty's Government have 
recognised the South African Republic ” 


—as what ? 


‘‘as a free and independent {Government as 
regards all its internal affairs not touched 
by that Convention.” 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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' Thus it is quite plain that in 1895 and 
1896 the present Administration regarded 
the situation in respect to the indepen- 
dence of the Transvaal, and, therefore, in 
the absence of any right on our part by 
force to interfere in their internal affairs, 
in exactly the same position as it was 
placed fifteen years before. The right 
hon. Gentleman, as we know, made pro- 
posals to President Kruger, and he stated 
at the time that if President Kruger 
found them not acceptable, of course, he 
was at liberty to refuse them. That is the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government 
up to the year 1896. Nothing could 
be more clear or more definite. But 
that policy was radically altered subse- 
quently, and it is to the reversal of 
that policy, in my opinion, that this 
war is due. When Her Majesty’s Govern- 
| ment arrived at the conclusion that it was 
moral and wise to force by war upon 
the Government of the Transvaal reforms 
which they chose to prescribe, and which 
had been declared in 1896 to be immoral 
and unwise, it is difficult exactly to fix. 
3ut that determination has been the 
cause of this war. The matter was 
opened at the Bloemfontein Conference. 
President Kruger was invited to go to 
that Conference. It has been said that 
there was a conspiracy throughout South 
Africa on the part of the Dutch race to 
expel the British from South Africa. [An 
Hon. Member: Hear, hear!) I should 
like the hon. Gentleman who says “ Hear, 
hear” to reconcile that statement with 
the initiation of the Bloemfontein Con- 
ference. At whose instance was that 
Conference brought about ? It was 
brought about by the President of the 
Free State ; it was strongly supported by 
the representatives of the Dutch party in 
Cape Colony, and President Kruger, who 
was not bound at all in reference to his 
internal policy to go to Bloemfontein, 
went tothat Conference. When he went 
there he was not told, “ You have come 
here to receive our orders, to receive con- 
ditions which are to be a minimum” ; he 
was told, on the contrary, that, although 
the Government disclaimed any right to 
enforce by war internal reforms in the 
Transvaal, they were within their right 
when they attempted by negotiations 
to improve the condition of _ the 
Uitlanders in Johannesburg. That 
everybody admits. What happened 
‘next? The first thing that President 
' Kruger did was to pass a Bill for a seven 
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years franchise. Well, that was declared 


to offer a most favourable basis of settle- | 


ment, subject to examination. But subse- 
quently, in the beginning of August, he 


went further than that, and he offered | 


the very terms which had been laid down 
by Sir Alfred Milner at Bloemfontein. 
This was the offer of a five years 
franchise, subject to a condition. [Oppo- 
sition cheers.| Yes, Sir, the whole thing 
turned upon that condition. 
was that condition? President Kruger 
said, “I have given you now what you 
have asked for. Will you give me an 
assurance that that is not to be a prece- 
dent for constant interference ; will you 
give me an assurance that in future you 
will leave to me that independence in the 
control of my own internal affairs which 
you have guaranteed to me in the 
Conventions of 1881 and 1884?” 
That was the condition, and it was 
declared to be impossible. Of course, 
that revealed the attitude taken up by us, 
that under the name of suzerainty, or 
supremacy, or paramountcy, or what you 
please, the British Government claimed 
the right to dictate and prescribe, and to 
what extent they pleased, the internal 
policy of the Government of the Trans- 
vaal, 1 will not argue whether that was a 
right policy or a wrong policy, but it was a 
policy of war. It wasa policy absolutely to 
wipeout the independence of the Transvaal. 
What is the meaning of “ independence ” ? 
When you have the power to set it aside 
at any moment and prescribe what shall 
be done, there is no room for independ- 
ence, Supremacy and independence are 
self-contradictory terms. The negotia- 
tions went on for a time util at last you 
abandoned all idea of negotiations, and 
you broke off negotiations. You said, 
“We will not discuss any more with you ; 
we will inform you what our terms are,” 
and you made it plain by the course you 
took in London that you intended to en- 
force those terms by war. Whether that 
was a right policy or a wrong policy, 
it was a reversal of the policy which pre- 
ceding Governments had pursued for 
fifteen years. Then it has been said that 
you thought that peace was possible, and 
even probable, under those circumstances. 
How came you to think that peace was 
possible or probable under those cireum- 
stances? What could ever have induced 
you to believe that President Kruger 
or the Government of the Transvaal 


would ever consent without a struggle of 
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| life and death to surrender their whole 
independence ? A phrase was used, “ We 
will respect your independence,” but that 
phrase was misleading if you meant to 
thrust reforms on the Transvaal by force 
of arms. Well, you said you expected 
President Kruger to yield, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House 
said he held that opinion in com- 
‘mon with all the best opinion in 
South Africa. Where did you col- 
lect the best opinion on that sub- 
ject in South Africa? Who told you 
that President Kruger was a man who, if 
you only menaced him enough, would 
yield the independence which he and his 
people valued so highly ? We have been 
told that we are to place implicit confi- 
dence in the man on the spot. The man 
on the spot was not the best South 
African opinion. He was a neweomer in 
South Africa; he had had little experience, 
or perhaps he might have taken the course 
that Lord Rosmead had taken before him, 
and have pointed out to the right hon. 
Gentleman the infinite danger of the 
course which he was contemplating to 
pursue. No, Sir, the man in the street— 
many men in the street—knew a great 
deal more about the situation than the 
man on the spot. The great misfortune 
was, and it was one of the causes of this 
war, that the only men who were con- 
sulted were men on one side of the street 
—yes, Sir, that side of the street which 
was inhabited by the authors of the raid. 
Then, Sir, there was another source of 
the best African opinion at home—the 
helots, I suppose, who inhabit Park Lane. 
In my opinion, Sir, it was not the best 
South African opinion which misled you. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Doestheright hon, Gen- 
tleman mean to assert that the persons to 
whom he refers were consulted by the 
Colonial Office, and that no others were 
consulted ? 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT : I bave 
asked, what was the best South African 
opinion ? and I say that was not the best 
South African opinion, that there was 
another South African opinion that was a 
great deal better. I will refer to that 
remarkable correspondence that the Prime 
Minister of Natal had begun in the month 
of May. He then talked about the alarm 
that was felt at the prospects of war and 
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the injury it would impose upon his own 
State, and entreated vou, if vou could, to 
avoid it. But did he think that President 
Kruger was going to give up his in- 
dependence when he was menaced ? No, 
Sir; he knew a great deal better than 
that. Then there are the still more 
remarkable protests of President Steyn, 
of the Free State. The First Lord of the 
Treasury had only to read these protests 
to see that the course you were pursuing 
was going straight to war. When you 
said you would negotiate no longer, but 
would prescribe your own terms, President 
Steyn said, “ For God’s sake, tell us what 
your terms are, and do not menace us by 
placing troops upon the frontiers of the 
Free State and of the colonies.” You would 
not state your terms, and you did place 
troops on the frontiers of the colonies. 
The right hon. Gentleman asks me what 
people were consulted. Did Mr. Schreiner 
or Mr. Hofmeyr, who were the represen- 
tatives of the Dutch in the colony, inform 
the High Commissioner that President 
Kruger would probably yield? The 
right hon. Gentleman said he thought, 
and, as I understood, the First Lord of 
the Treasury believed, it was possible 
and even probable. But the First Lord 
of the Treasury said he always knew 
that if President Kruger did not yield 
the consequence would necessarily be 
war. Well, the “man in the street” 
knew that as well as Her Majesty's 
Government. The whole spirit in which 
this thing was conducted—-your military 
preparations and everything else—was 
one of contempt of the character and _re- 
sources of the Boers. I believe these 
negotiations would never have been so 
conducted if you had appreciated the real 
situation with which you had to deal. 
You dealt with the Boers as if they were 
an inferior Power whom you had only to 
intimidate. Your experts told you of 
their military forces, and your experts 
could count their men and their guns. 
‘There seems to me to have been an 
‘element which British Ministers ought, 
above all, to have taken into account, 
and that is the indomitable energy of a 
free people fighting for their independence. 
That is a lack of imagination which ought 
not to have been wanting in the conduct 
of your negotiations. And so you broke off 
negotiations on September 22nd. The 
sands had run out, and you would deliver 
your own ultimatum. 
military policy. You had a defensive 
Sir IVilliam Harcourt, 
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You prepared your | 
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force. You prepared an aggressive force 
that was to be sent out, and the Boers re- 
plied by their ultimatum. - That was the 
Jinale of the stage of negotiations. If you 
had been properly informed of the people 
you had to deal with and the situation 
that was created, it was from the first a 
policy of war, and I agree, therefore, with 
the Colonial Secretary when he said that, 
looking at the whole thing, war was from 
the first inevitable. From the moment 
you determined that you would impose 
when you pleased your will in the internal 
administration of the Transvaal, war was 
a necessity and a certainty. But it wasa 
direct reversal of all the policy you had 
pursued, and all the pledges you had 
given, and all the guarantees in the Con- 
vention by which, up to then, you had 
been bound. I will say extremely little 
on the second part of the Amendment 
and your conduct in preparing for war. | 
take the authority of the First Lord of 
the Treasury against that of the Prime 
Minister, and assume that you knew 
everything. What were you told by your 


- Intelligence Department ! You were told 


that there were 60,000 Boers, who had 
about 100 cannon, and you were told, 
you say, that 25,000 men were a good 
deal more than were cnough to deal with 
these 60,000 Boers and their 100 cannon 
in defending the frontiers of Cape Colony 
and Natal. Well, Sir, great is human 
credulity. I am not a judge of these 
professional matters. [ am not even 
that ordinary person, an amateur strate- 
gist. But this I will say, that if all the 
field-marshals in the world had told me 
that 25,000 men were sufficient to cope 
with 60,000 Boers and 100 cannon I think 
I should have reserved my opinion. | 
think that even if the Astronomer Royal 
had told me that the sun went round the 
earth instead of the earth round the sun 
I should not have immediately acquiesced. 
You left 25,000 men to cope with 60,000 
30ers. You did not know that there were 
mounted infantry, and, what is more, 
that if they were that was a matter 
of any consequence. That was the pre- 
paration vou made. You had announced 
before October that you meant to 
send out a corps darmée to invade 
the Transvaal. You told us that that 
could not be there for thirteen weeks. 
What did you expect would happen 
between the breaking off of negotiations 
on September 22nd and December 20th, 
which was the earliest moment your 
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corps @armée could arrive? That was a 
significant condition of 


by the Transvaal ? 


remonstrate against them or to make 
preparations against them—why ?  Be- 
cause of the raid. Yes, Sir, the curse of 
the raid hangs round us still. It has 
heen one of the principal causes of this 
war. The raid and its authors have 
ever since been the evil genius of South 
Africa. My right hon. friend the late 
Home Secretary said that the cause of 
the failure of the negotiations was that 
the whole atmosphere was poisoned with 
suspicion. Yes; but what introduced 
the poisonous suspicion? It was the 
rail, It was the conduct of the raid 
itself, and the manner in which the 
raiders were dealt with. In my opinion, 
one of the most serious questions raised 
by the Amendment which challenges the 
conduct of the Government in dealing 
with the affairs of South Africa since 1895 
is their treatment of the raid. In my 
opinion it, in the end, made peace im- 


possible. [am not going to enter into 
details upon this matter. But it is 


necessary I should make an observation 
on the attack my hon, and learned friend 
the Member for Dumfries made on the 
South African Committee. He charged 
the members of the Committee, of whom 
I was one; with a breach of their duty in 
not pursuing certain investigations. — It 
has been suggested that members of that 
Committee had some object in not pursuing 
those investigations, that they deliberately 
hushed them up. Well, I speak for my- 
self, but [ believe no member of that 
committee ever had such an idea in his 
head or ever acted upon it. You will 
find the reason why they did not pursue 
those investigations stated fully on page 
15 of the Report. It was impossible to 
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preparation. | 
Why were these vast preparations made 
The First Lord of 


the Treasury said you were not able to | 


pursue the investigations without ad- | 


journing the Committee to the next 
session of Parliament. That is the whole 
story, the sole and only reason. Wit- 
nesses could not be got whom it was 
necessary to examine. 
sent Mr. Hawksley to prison. But 
it was the end of the session, and in 
ten days he would have been re- 
leased. You might have adjourned 
the Committee. I know very well 


You might have | 


that the whole object of the suggestions | 


which were industriously made by the 


authors of the raid, endeavouring to im- 
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plicate the Colonial Office, was to prevent 
a verdict being given by that Committee: 
on the authors of the raid, and if the 
Committee had failed to report then and 
there, they would have accomplished 
their object. The authors of the raid had 
influence enough in this House and out of 
this House to have prevented the re- 
appointment of that Committee eight 
months later. [Hon. Members: Oh !] 
There is nothing else in it. It would 
have been impossible to have delayed for 
eight months the Report of that Com- 
mittee. I leave that question for the 
present ; but what I have to ask is—was 
the manner in which the raid was dealt 
with one likely to remove suspicion from 
the people of the Transvaal, or, indeed, 
from anyone else? Almost all the per- 
sons who took part in the raid have been 
restored to their former positions. The 
principal author of the raid still retains 
all the former influence which belovgs to 
the Chartered Company at the Cape. I 
do not speak of the inferior people who 
have been restored. There has been no 
compensation made. Was there not by 
this treatment of the raid cause for sus- 
picion that the condemnation of the raid 
was not so strong as it might have been ? 
There is one circumstance to which I must 
refer, and in the reference there is some- 
thing personal to the Colonial Secretary. 
The Report of the Committee said as to 
the principal author of the raid, that he 
deceived the High Commissioner, the 
representative of the Imperial Govern- 
ment, that he concealed his views from 
his colleagues in the Colonial Ministry, 
and from the Board of the British Scuth 
Africa Company, and led his supporters 
to believe that his policy was approved 
by his superiors, and that no donbt 
persons had been induced to join in the 
raid under the belief that it had the 
countenance and support of the Imperial 
Government. The consequences of that 
conduct are stated in the Report. The 
result for the time being caused grave 
injury to British interests in South 
Africa. Public confidence was shaken, 
race feeling was embittered, and serious 
difficulties were created in neighbouring 
States, and it might have had serious 
consequences in one or two other direc- 
tions. Such was the statement, and it 
was unfortunate and surprising that, 
while the Report was under consideration, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary thought it right to state that 


Fifth Day. 
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in his opinion conduct of that character 
was not inconsistent with the personal 
honour of the man who was guilty of it. 
Why that statement was made at that 
time I do not know. 
has ever been given. I am sure it was 
an unfortunate statement; I am snre it 
has given rise to many evils, and to 
suspicions before we went into negotia- 
tions as to what our intentiens really 
were. That standard of personal honour 
applied to such matters was one which 
only infused suspicion in the breasts of 
all concerned. It has done us great harm 
in the Transvaal; it has done us great 
harm, in my opinion, throughout the world. 
What, then, are we to infer from all these 
rumours, which I believe, myself, are 
slanders, by which the authors of the 
raid have throughout endeavoured, some- 
times by actual statement, and constantly 
by innuendo and rumour, to persuade the 
world that the British Government con- 
nived at the raid? Sir, I believe, know- 
ing what I do of the constant tissue of 
fraud and falsehood by which the authors 
of the raid carried out their criminal pur- 
pose—I believe that when that matter is 
probed to the bottom, it will be proved 
to be based on falsehood and_ fraud. 


Of this I am convinced, that until that | 


is done we will never get rd of the 
suspicion and the mischief. The great 
and growing mischief will not be brought 
to an end by silence simply ; it would be 
in the public interest, it would be wise 


and prudent that these slanders and these | 
be rebutted and dis- . 


falsehoods should 
pelled for ever. Sir, I cannot but believe 
that the right hon. Gentleman, not only 
in his own interest, of which he himself is 
the judge, but in the public interest, will 
agree that everything that can be done 


to refute these slanders should be done. , 


Well, I have said what I have tosay upon 
the policy of the Government which pre- 
ceded the war, and the firmness, courage, 
and spirit displayed by all sections of the 
community have been such as might have 
been expected from the nation in the 
situation in which we find ourselves. The 
unequalled bravery of our troops, the unex- 
ampled loyalty and devotion of our kinsmen 
beyond the seas, are topics on which we 


can dwell with pride and satisfaction. | 


Of the future what can be said? We feel 
that our military forces will triumph. 
Who can doubt it? Who can wish it 
otherwise? You will have 200,000 men 
in the field. Why, of course, as the right 


Sir William Hareourt, 


{COMMONS} 


No explanation | 
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‘hon. Gentleman said in 1881, “the 
victory is in your hands; you can sub- 
jugate the Dutch race in South Africa.” 
No one can desire that this terrible 
struggle should be prolonged. In these 
preliminary combats of a few months you 
have already had a loss of 10,000 men. 
But when you have conquered, what is to 
follow? I do not venture to predict ; but 
‘the Colonial Secretary will not have 
forgotten the dangers which in 1881 he 
pointed out would ensue after victory. 
We are embarked on this unhappy war. 
We must fight it out to the bitter end, 
and secure victory for the British arms, 
It seems to me, Sir, very much like the 
situation of two men of equal courage 
and of equal honour who have been 
committed to a duel which they never 
desired by the imbecility of the manner 
in which their interests were conducted 
by their seconds. They found themselves 
in a position in which they must endea- 
vour to take each other’s lives. There is 
one other topic, and the last wpon which 
1 shall touch, and touch with a cautious 
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hand. Much has heen said of the 
hostility felt towards us by foreign 
nations. That is not an agreeable topic, 


but it is one which in our heart of hearts 
we shall clo well to ponder upon. I know 
the tendency, the natural tendency of 
human nature, to believe that all the 
hostility felt towards ourselves is due 
entirely to our own superior virtue ; but 
this hostility of foreign nations is a theme 
upon which you might well pause when you 
remember that you have drained your 
country of all its natural land defences. 
I know the wild talk of mobilising the 
fleet, and I was very glad to hear that wild 
talk repudiated. I was going to offer to 
‘the Honse the observations I desire to 
make in language much more authorita- 
tive than mine. Lord Salisbury is a man 
who puzzles and perplexes us all some- 
times by an inexplicable cynicism, and at 
other times by sentiments which seem to 
belong to the highest plane of statesman- 
ship. Not long ago he delivered a solemn 
warning against the vainglorious, boastful, 
noisy, bullying spirit which is too often 
‘cultivated as the only true patriotism. | 
saw the other day that the German 
Emperor had been quoting a saying of 
| Prince Bismarck, to the effect that ‘“ the 
panes of glass which the press have 
| broken we have to pay for.” Yes, 
jand the British people will have to 
| pay for them in the same way. But, Sir, 















605 


the 
in | 
Iv 


of 
goil 
= 

of 

tha 
ean 
qua 
ver’ 
nig 
that 
the 
joy 
mea 
but 
that 
Hov 
ami 
whi 
ness 
to pi 
that 
do t 
coun 
ing, 
shou 
in di 
narr 
£eSsi 
than 
natic 
Tha 
all « 
told 
from 
nava 
ther 
far 

coun 
by a 
thos 
not 
we | 
with 
self-c 
of a 
own 





M 
who 
must 
fittin 
such 
such 
tlem: 
doub 
only 
try w 
is th 
critic 
is un 
tate 











608 


“ the 
sub- 
rica.” 
Tible 
these 
s you 
men. 
is to 
; but 
have 
1 he 
tory. 
war. 
end, 
ums. 
» the 
age 
been 
lever 
nner 
1cted 
elves 
ndea- 
re 1s 
rhich 
tious 

the 
reign 
opic, 
eats 
OW 
y of 

the 
due 

hut 
leme 
1you 
your 
Nees, 
' the 
wild 
ar’ to 
e to 
rita- 
mal 
pme- 
cd at 
m to 
nan- 
emn 
tful, 
ften 








609 Adidress in Answer to 


the words of Lord Salisbury, delivered 
in the House of Lords in February, 1898, 
I wish to quote are these— 


“T have a strong belief that there is danger , 


of the public opinion of this country under- 
going a reaction from the Cobdenite doctrines 
of thirty or forty years ago, and believing 
that it is our duty to take everything we 
ean, to fight everybody, and to make a 
quarrel of every dispute. Thatseems to me a 
very dangerous doctrine, not merely because it 
night incite other nations against us—though 
that is not a consideration to be neglected, for 
the kind of reputation we are at present en- 
joying on the Continent of Europe, is by no 
means pleasant and by no means advantageous; 
but there isa much more serious danger, and 
that is lest we should overtax our streagth. 
However strong you may be, whether you are 
aman or a nation, there is a point beyend 
which your strength will not go. It is mad- 
ness; it ends in ruin if you allow yourselves 
topass beyond it. And my Lords, I am sure 
that the noble Earl and his friends feel as we 
do the extreme gravity of the crisis in our 
country’s history through which we are pass- 
ing, and the extreme importance that we 
should not allow any party feelings to bias us 
in discovering and following the difficult, the 
narrow line that separates an undue con- 
cession from that rashness which has, in more 
than one case in history, been the ruin of 
nations as great and powerful as ourselves.” 


That is a lesson which we would 
all do well to learn. We have been 
told that we shall derive many lessons 
lessons in the art of 


from this war, 
naval and military preparations; but 
there is another lesson to learn which 


far more concerns the safety of this 
country, and that is—not to exasperate 
by an arrogant and insolent demeanour 
those whom we desire to make our friends, 
not to abuse and insult those with whom 
we have influence, and to carry ourselves 
with that moderation, prudence, and 
self-control which truly betits the dignity 
of an Empire which is conscious of its 
own greatness and of its own strength. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Every man 
who addresses the House in this debate 
must form his own judgment of what it is 
fitting and useful and patriotic to say on 
such an occasion, at such a time, and in 
such an assembly. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman who has just sat down has, no 
doubt, formed his own standard. I can , 
only say that I think to-morrow the coun- 
try will differ from that standard. What | 
is the situation? We have reached a 
critical stage of the war. The situation 


is undoubtedly serious, although I hesi- 
tate to adopt the extreme language of | 


{5 FeBruary 1900} 





610 


I do not believe that 
the country is in danger. I think 
such a phrase is excessive, and I 
think it is unwise to give to 
others the opportunity of quoting us 
when we depreciate ourselves. But un- 
doubtedly there is sorrow in many 
homes. [Cheers from Irish MEMBERS.] Do 
you suppose that all of us are not 
sensible of it? There is anxiety in all 
our hearts, and there is, above all, in the 
mind of the people an overwhelming 
desire that every nerve shall be strained 
to bring this war to a triumphant con- 
clusion. The country is in need of guid- 
ance and of encouragement from this 
House, not from one party alone. The 
country asks from all of us a recognition 
of past mistakes and a reassurance as to 
the future. The attitude of the country 
has been admirable. It has extorted the 
approval even of the most hostile critics. 
Throughout it has shown no desire to 
find scapegoats, whether among generals 
or among Ministers. It has shown that 
it expects all of us to work together, with 
a single mind, to discover the causes of 
our mistakes, to find out the remedy, 
to profit by those mistakes, and to co- 
operate heartily, without regard to 
persons or to parties, in securing 
the end which we all have in view. 
That is the situation, and what is the 
se that the right hon. Gentleman 
brings to hiscountrymen? Whom is he 
addressing to-night ? This House? Yes; 
but what beside? He is addressing all 
those who have suffered in this war, all 
who have suffered in this country, all who 
have suffered in our colonies in Africa, in 
the Cape and in Natal, where the greatest 
sutierings have been loyally and readily 
endured in the confidence that this coun- 
try will see the matter to the end. And 
he is also addressing those spectators 
abroad to whom he referred in his closing 
passages. And to them what does he say ? 

He enters upon a critical examination— 
characteristic in this, that it omits almost 
everything that we think of importance, 
of all that preceded this war—and with 
what object ? In order to indicate to all 
these people that the war is an immoral 

war, an unjust war, that all the sacrifices 
have been thrown away, that the splendid 

offers and assistance given to us by our 

colonies have been futile and wasted, 

even if they have not been absolutely in- 
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some speakers. 





| jurious ; and he finds arguments for those 


who gloat over the misfortunes of the 
Fifth Day. 
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country. That is not all. He has embarked 
on a personal and historical retrospect of 
the situation, and of the events which led 
up to and accompanied the Majuba Con- 
vention. Unlike those of his colleagues 
at that time who still remain alive, he 
not only offers justification, which perhaps 
may well be offered, for the course which 
was then taken, but in the light of all 
that has happened since he gives us to 
understand that if he had influence and 
power he would do the same thing again, 
and in the middle of this war, while its 
fortunes are still hanging in the balance, 
that is the future which he offers to the 
people of this country and to our colonial 
fellow-citizens. One more remark I wish 
to make about the speech of the right 


hon. Gentleman, because he thought it: 


appropriate to this debate and to this 
particular occasion to refer back to the 


Committee of inquiry into the raid, which | 


was closed by his suggestion about three 
years ago, and to a speech which [ made 
at that time, which also is now three vears 
old, in order to base upon that a sugges- 
tion that that Committee should be re- 
opened. All IT say with regard to that 
to-night is that the matter is down for 
consideration on the motion of the hon. 
Member for Merthyr, and when that 
comes forward I will sav whatever I may 
think it necessary to say upon the sub- 
ject. 
give me if, to-night at any rate, I fail to 
follow him, because I think I have a 
higher and a more important duty. How 
shall I deal with these criticisms against 
the policy of the Government previous 


to the commencement of the war? I 
might leave hon. and right hon. 
Gentleman opposite to answer one 
another. I might leave the hon. and 


learned Gentleman the Member for South 
Shields to answer the hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for Dumfries. I 
might leave the hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Berwick Division to answer the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 


down. I might refer to the fact that 
those hon. Gentlemen who have taken 


this critical view of the proceedings of 
the Government have not added one 


argument or suggestion to what they 
said at great length, and to which we 
veplied at equal length, in the short ses- 
sion of October last. And why are we 
now, after this House has decided, after 


the country has decided, again to be 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


‘COMMONS! 


The right hon. Gentleman will for- | 
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dragged into that issue when we have 
still more important and urgent matters 
to consider? But, although I am not 
inclined to any repetition, although [ 
refuse absolutely to be drawn into a dis- 
cussion of petty details, yet I do feel that 
those who are the losers by this war, 
those especially who have lost in person 
or friends or relatives, are entitled to have 
it insisted upon again and again, whenever 
the question is raised, that this war is just 
and necessary. I want the House fora 
few minutes to look at the matter 
broadly—not to stop to consider the 
shreds and patches of the subject, but the 
general drift of events and the general 
current of policy. We have to watch the 
river as it flows to the sea and not to 
waste time in paddling in the eddies 
which seem to, but do not, delay its 
course. Speaking from that point of 
view, I say that the issues between Boer 
and Briton, between this country and the 
South African Republics, are great issues, 
are real4ssues, are not technical issues— 
that they do not stand upon the triviali- 
ties of debate, and the matter is not to be 
considered as if it were a civil case ina 
civil Court. The right hon. Gentleman, I 
will do him the justice to say, said that 
theseissues cannot be discussed, as they are 
sought to be discussed by the terms of 
this Amendment, by confining yourselves 
strictly to the year 1895, when this 
Government became responsible for South 
African affairs. No, Sir, these issues 
existed—the root causes of this disagree- 
ment were there long before 1895, even 
hefore 1881. The raid, the Bloemfontein 
Conference, the franchise question—all 
these are not, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man appears to think they are, causes. 
They are only incidents and consequences 
of the disagreement. ‘This difference, this 
vital difference, did not begin with Ma- 
juba, but it was intensified by the policy 
of Majuba. That, I think, most of us 
believe who, as the right hon. Gentleman 
says I was, were personally and particu- 
larly responsible for that policy—even we 
are unable to resist the evidence of his- 
tory, the evidence of all that has passed 
since. We cannot fail to see that, as a 


atom, one iota, one new fact, or one new | policy, the policy of magnanimity was a 


mistake. What happened? The right 
hon. Gentleman jumped from Majuba to 
the raid, and he omitted all the intervyen- 
ing time. Why, before the ink of the 
Majuba Convention was dry the Boers 
began to try and break that Convention. 
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Why, Sir, the whole history of our 
relations is a history of this continual 


effort to get out of the obligations which | 


they had accepted, and which were the 
conditions of the magnanimity to which I 
have referred. How otherwise could it 
be when you think of the facts? Mr. 
Gladstone was not unfriendly to the 
Boers. Mr. Gladstone was the head of 
the Government which made the Majuba 
Convention ; and yet, within three years 
of the signing of that Convention, Mr. 
Gladstone was obliged to take all those 
terrible risks upon which the right hon. 
(rentleman who has just sat down dwelt 
—the risk of civil war, the risk of Dutch 
opposition, the risk of serious armament 
and cost to this country—and to send a 
military expedition to force and compel 
the Boers to observe the conditions of the 
Majuba Convention. That is only one 
illustration. What happened in the time 
of the late Government ? What happened 
when Lord Loch went to Pretoria? The 
history of those proceedings has never 
heen written, and perhaps never will be. 
But this, at least, is well known, that 
affairs at that time were in a most 
critical position, and that military move- 
ments were taking place in consequence. 
[ come down to a later period. Only just 
before the raid, and after we had been 
only a few months in office, there arose 
the question of the drifts, and what hap- 
pened then? We were advised and 
urged to send an ultimatum which must 
have led to war and all its consequences, 
if President Kruger had not given way. 
We were urged and advised and pressed 
to send it—by whom? By the Cape 
Government, in which Mr. Schreiner, 
the present Prime Minister, was then 
Attorney General, and not merely a con- 
senting party, but an advising party. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S) : 


Hear, hear, hear ! 


‘resort to arms. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Gentleman opposite will excuse me on 
this occasion if I think the subject is too 
grave to give him the notice which no 
doubt he expects. I have referred to the | 
drifts. I want to refer to another inci- | 
dent which also occurred in the time of 
the late Government, to which I myself | 
attach very considerable importance. [I | 
refer to that admirable dispatch of Lord | 
Ripon’s, a portion of which has already | 
VOL. LXXVIII. [Fourtn Series.) | 
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been published in the Blue-book with his 
consent. I may be told that that dispatch 
was not sent. No; and if I wanted to 
make a controversial point f should ask 
why it was sent to Lord Loch, the 
High Commissioner, and why he was 
afterwards told to withhold it? But that 
is not necessary for my purpose. What I 
want to point ont is that the late Govern- 
ment, just before we came into office, had 
found that it was necessary and right, in 
spite of the limitations of the Convention, 
to interest themselves in the internal 
affairs of the Transvaal. And I want to 
point out that their remedy for the diffi- 
culties which then existed and which I 
found confronting me the moment [ came 
into office was a five years franchise. 
That was the remedy which we borrowed 
from our predecessors in office, and which 
I suppose was good enough in their hands, 
although it is condemned in ours. [ 
think I have stated enough to show that 
the difficulties between ourselves and the 
Transvaal were not the work of one 
Government. Indeed, I should not my- 
self say they are the work of any Govern- 
ment. They are inherent in the cireum- 
stances; in the great difference which 
exists between Boer character and British 
character; between Boer civilisation 
and British civilisation; and between 
Boer education and British education. 
There you will find the root cause of all 
that has happened. What has been the 
Iam not talking of any 
conspiracy ; but what has been the Boer 
aspiration from first to last? It has 
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been to get rid of every shred and 
vestige of British supremacy, and to 
substitute for it a Boer supremacy. 


Ido not say that at all times, or from 
the first, the Boers contemplated that 
this was to be obtained by force of arms, 
although they have never shrunk, in my 
opinion, from indicating that they were 
ready when the proper time came to 
But what the Boers 
hoped for was that what they could not 
get from the Government they would get 
from the Opposition. I am not speaking 
But if 
any Government had the courage to meet 
their assaults on the Convention, the 
Boers trusted to the working of our party 
politics to give them the victory in the 
end. And this must also be marked. 
It was a contest for supremacy ; but for 
what kind of supremacy? The supre- 
macy of the Boers means, as we know, 
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the inferiority of every other race. Our 
supremacy, so far as we have been able to 
use it, has been used and will be used in 
order to secure the equality of the white 
races and justice for the black. Well, 
Sir, there was the issue. It was a contest 
for supremacy, dating back I know not 
for how many years, and for a different 
kind of civilisation. That issue had got 
to be tried ; that battle had got to be 
fought ; one or other party had to give 
way if peace was to be preserved. Does 
not the House think now that in this 
matter we may perhaps have drifted too 
long? It is easy to be wise after the 
event. But our hesitation—again I am 
speaking of no particular Government and 
of no particular period—has had the 
effect, year by year, of strengthening the 
determination and the power of the Boers 
to resistance. When we came into office 
we felt very quickly that a solution must 
he found. Things could not go on with 
a rapid and daily increase in the hostility 
hetween the two races. That was the 
worst feature of the situation—the grow- 
ing feeling of dissatisfaction and irritation 
between peoples who ought to have lived 
amicably together, and who had, as a rule, 
previously done so. The time had come 
when in some way or other this long- 
standing difference must be settled. We 
believed then and we hoped to the last 
that a peaceful settlement could be at- 
tained. We hoped that when President 
Kruger saw how little it was we asked, 
and how determined we were to have it, 
he would give way. I take all the blame 
that the House considers is due for such 
a belief. If you say that our preparations 
were not sufficient, that we had not enough 
troops there when war broke out, that we 
had not a sutticiently large force there for 
defensive action, that no doubt is due to 
the fact that we hoped for peace, that we 
were determined to exhaust every means 
for securing peace and to do nothing that 
we thought would seriously endanger it. 
You may blame us, and perhaps rightly, 
that throughout this business we have 
been too anxious for peace. But no 
impartial man, no man who knows the 
facts, can truly and properly blame. us 
for having been too eager for war. 
Our efforts were fruitless. Our objects 
were reasonable. They were the same 
objects that the late Government had. Our 
dlemands were moderate even toinefticiency. 
They were the same demands that right 


hon. Gentlemen opposite were prepared to 
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make. The possibility of a settlement 
was open up to the last moment before 
the ultimatum was delivered, and the out- 
break of hostilities; and the breach did 
not come from us. What more would 
you have had us do? What more would any 
friend of peace have had us do? There 
is only one alternative course to the one 
we pursued, and that is suggested in the 
speeches of some at least of the hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite. What they say is this 
—* When you prayed, when you begged, 
when you supplicated, we were with you; 
we even looked on without opposition 
when you pressed, when you urged, when 
you insisted. But there we stopped. You 
may do all this, but you must not compel 
by force. The moment it appeared that 
President Kruger was not to be moved 
by your supplications, was not frightened 
by your insistence, at that moment you 
should have retired from the scene, you 
should have scuttled, you should have 
surrendered the interests for which 
you are the trustees—the _ interests, 
not of the nation alone, but of 
the Empire.” A good deal has been said 
in this debate about Dutch opinion. | 
think the Leader of the Opposition said 
something—I do not know whether he 
referred to the Colonial Office, or Sir 
Alfred Milner, or the Government—but 
he said something about the coolness 
between ourselves and the representatives 
of Dutch opinion. I know of no coolness 
except so far as that arises necessarily 
from differences of opinion. But I will 
say this about the Dutch. I appreciate, 
as every one must do, most heartily and 
sincerely the difficulties in which our 
loyal Dutch fellow-subjects have found 
themselves placed in this situation. ‘Their 
loyalty is more precious than ordinary 
loyalty, because of the strain upon them, 
because of the ties of race, and in some 
cases the ties of blood, which unite them 
with those who are now the enemies 
of the British Crown. I feel all that—I 
make all allowance for them. But I 
wish in return that right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite —and the Leader of the 
Opposition is a great offender in this 
respect—would not ignore the loyal 
British. If their opinion is taken we 
are told we are consulting the authors 
of the raid, and that the millionaires 
come home to reside in Park Lane. No, 
Sir, those whom we have consulted, 
whose opinion we value, are those who 
are now giving of their property, giving 
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of their children, giving their persons, in 
order to aid Her Majesty in this conflict. 
The strain and stress of war has been 
upon these men in Natal and Cape Colony, 
and they are bitterly injured and hurt by 
the neglect which is shown towards their 
views and by the sneers with which they 
are occasionally treated. Now, Sir, I say 
this ismy propesition. The war is a just, 
a righteous, and a necessary war. The 
opinion of the Irish Nationalist members 
in this matter is nothing. Their situation 
isexceptional, and, therefore, I do notappeal 
tothem. I appeal to the party opposite, 
and I ask them do they say that this 
war is just, is necessary, is righteous ! 
An Hon. MemBer: They are divided. ] 
We know they are divided. I venture on 
the opinion that those among them—TI am 
speaking now entirely of what I may call 
the British members—who take the view 
that the war is unjust, unrighteous, are 
ina majority on that side of the House. 
[An Hon. Member: You mean a 
minority.| No, I mean a majority ; and 
it is a thing to which [ think we should 
not shut our eyes ; and which I regard 
as a matter of great gravity. Sir, it is 
only because the majority of the Liberal 
party holdthat opinion that they put before 
the House such an Amendment as this. 
When you deplore the want of judgment, 
the want of foresight, and the want of 
knowledge, you imply, if you do not say 
it in so many words, that the war might 
have been prevented if those qualities had 
heen possessed by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in the same degree in which they 
are possessed by the Opposition. Yes, 
but a war that could be prevented is an 
unnecessary war, and I am not here 
to argue that an unnecessary war can ever 
be a just war. But, Sir, that being the 
case, | proceed to ask a question. Why 
have not these gentlemen who entertain 
these views the courage of their convic- 
tions? Why do not they vote against 
the war? They have no business to vote 
for this Amendment, any one of them, 
They should vote for the Amendment of 
the hon. Gentlemen from Ireland, which 
is to follow the present one ; they should 
vote for the immediate commencement of 
negotiations with a view to peace. That 
is the only consistent and logical course. 
Instead of which, what they are doing is to 
vote that this war is unjust, unrighteous, 
and unnecessary, and then to vote for its 
vigorous prosecution. Weil, but what 
about the minority—those whem I fear 
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are a minority—on the other side, thos 
who agree with us that the war is jus 
and was inevitable? Ido not suppose 
that, any more than we, they thought 
always that the war was inevitable. I take 
it that, like us, having regard to what 
has happened, having regard to the proof, 
the evidence that we have been daily 
increasing as to the enormous prepara- 
tions of the Boers, the evidence of a care- 
fully prepared plan for the invasion of 
British colonies, the propaganda which 
we know has been going on among the 
Dutch subjects of Her Majesty, having 
regard to the conduct of the negotiations, 
having regard to the delivery of the 
ultimatum, and the invasion and annexa- 
tion of British territory, having regard to 
the terms of the manifestoes that have 
been issued by the two Presidents—| 
take it that they feel, as we feel now, 
that the war could not have been avoided, 
except by an absolute surrender on the 
part of Great Britain of all those things 
to which we attach importance. Then, 
believing as you do that the war was 
inevitable, how can you vote for an 
amendment which says that the war 
ought to have been avoided? What 
an inconsistent position ; how unworthy 
of those hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
who appear to me to be in the position of 
accepting something to which they are 
utterly opposed, because they are allowed 
to vote for something else with which 
they happen to agree! A policy of that 
kind is said to unite the party; well, it 
may unite the party, but it serves in the 
face of Europe to throw doubt upon the 
union of the kingdom. I do not suppose 
that the country is at all interested in the 
logical position of statesmen on the other 
side. I believe, as I have already said, 
that the one thing which is in their minds 
is their desire to be assured that the war 
shall he vigorously prosecuted, and that 
the results shall be commensurate with 
the sacrifices which have been made. We 
have suffered checks, we have made mis- 
takes; [am not anxious to dispute the 
blame. Let the Government bear the 
brunt of it until, at all events, the time is 
come, under happier auspices, when we 
can see how far that blame is to be appor- 
tioned between the system and those who 
have to administer it. In the meantime 
blame us by all means. What is urgent 
is to retrieve those checks, and to 
repair those mistakes. As to what we 


are doing in that respect I must refer 
Z 2 
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again to that admirable speech by my 
hon. friend the Under Secretary of State 
for War, which, I am glad to hear from 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
excited as much admiration for its 


manner and ability on the other side of , 


the House as it gave pleasure to his _per- 
sonal and political friends on this side. 
How do we meet this charge of mistakes 4 
Not by denying the mistakes, but by 
saying what we have done since, and what 
we are doing. You say we sent too few 
troops ; we are pouring troops into South 
Africa—you have been told that in a few 
weeks you will have an Army thereof about 
200,000 men. You said we were forget- 
ful of the need for mounted men ; we have 
been increasing the number of horse 
infantry until in a very short time the 
number of mounted men in the British 
forces will be almost as great, if not quite 
as great as the total of mounted men in 
the Boer army. You say our artillery 
was insufficient, and that it was not heavy 
enough; we have sent battery after 
battery until now you have an un- 
exampled force of that arm, and we have 
at the same time added a number of the 
heavier form of guns. When the war 
began no doubt the needs of the war were 
under-estimated, and at that time—it is 
part of the same mistake—we failed to 
respond as we ought to have done to the 
splendid offers which came to us from our 
colonies. We accepted enough to 
show how much we valued 

assistance, but we hesitated to 
upon them any greater strain than 
we thought was necessary. What 
is happening now? They are multiply- 
ing their offers, and every one is 
gratefully, promptly appreciated and ac- 
cepted. Sir, we shall have in this war 
before it is over an army of colonials 
called to the aid of Her Majesty which 
will outnumber the British Army at 


put 


Waterloo, and which will be nearly equal | 


to the total British force in the Crimea. 
It is said, 1 hope not correctly, that in 
the first instance the services and special 
knowledge of these colonial troops were 
not properly appreciated by the authori- 
ties. I hope that was not true; but, at 
all events, Lord Roberts, with that 


kindly instinct which makes him so 


beloved by all who serve him, has 
selected from the colonial force a guard 
of honour which he takes as his personal 
bodyguard. Then we are told that a 
strategical mistake was made when a 
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to Ladysmith. I will not argue a ques. 
tion which is outside my competence: 
but if that be a mistake it is rapidly 
being corrected, and Lord Roberts will 
shortly have, if he has not already, under 
his command an army larger than that 
with which we intended to carry out the 
original plan of campaign, and upon 
which we based all our calculations, all 
our estimates, all our hopes, and which 
we still trust and believe will fulfil them. 
Meanwhile the spirit of the nation is 
absolutely unbroken. There is no saeri- 
fice which they are not willing to make, 
there 1s no sacrifice which we will not 
ask of them if we think it necessary to 
success. We must go further than this, 
we admit it. Here is a war under new 
conditions, in a new country, with new 
arms, and with a people whose tenacity 
and courage are as admirable as those 
of our own soldiers. It has proved 
to require larger forces than anything 
that ever was estimated in any scheme 
that was ever framed by any previous 
Government in any previous war. That 
shows us, that convinces us, that the 
scheme which involves territorial defence 


‘as well as offensive action must be recon- 


sidered in the light of recent events. A 
statement has been promised to the 
House on this subject, and with regard 
to it I will only say two. things ; I will 
say, in the first place, that one of the 
lessons of this war is the enormous 
defensive power possessed by irregular or 
volunteer troops when fighting in defence 
of their own country. To that lesson we 
are widely awake, and it must not be 
lost sight of in any review of the situa- 
tion ; and I hope that steps will be taken 
to take advantage of that splendid 
material which is always at our disposal 
in this country, and which, with proper 
assistance, with liberal support and con- 
sideration, and perhaps with a great deal 
of money, may be made the most effective 
defensive force that the world has ever 
known. The second point is this: When 
we propound this scheme we shall do 50, 
not as a party, but as humbly endeavour- 
ing to represent the wishes of the nation. 
We invite suggestions, we invite criti- 
cism, we invite assistance to make that 
scheme perfect; we shall welcome co- 
operation, and shall not be satisfied unless. 
the whole House joins in what is 80 
important in the interests of the nation. 
I think that I have been frank with the 
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House. 
ment ; I have admitted mistakes ; but do 
not let us make perhaps a_ greater 
mistake than any, do not let us exag- 


gerate. We have not told the whole case 
with regard to these matters. I think 
that those hostile critics who keep 
sharp eyes upon our _ performances 
might be led by what has _ been 
sid in some quarters to justify 
their statement that this Empire is 


bleeding to death, that our prestige is all 
gone, and that we lie a helpless wreck at 
the mercy of our enemies. No, Sir. The 
situation is really very different from that. 
What other nation in the world could 
have put 180,000 men into the field 
7,000 miles from its shores—a volunteer 
army—in so short atime? Where else 
could the transport have been found for 
such a huge force, working with such 
precision, such speed, and such safety ? 
When we talk of defects in the admini- 
stration, defects on the part of those on 
the spot and defects on the part of the 
Ottice here—I speak in the presence of 
military men—it appears to me that 
never before has so large a force been 
manceuvred, and at the same'time the com- 
missariat and the medical service worked 
sosmoothly. There is something, then, 
to put on the other side. Has any other 
nation a better right to be proud of her 
soldiers ? Englishmen, Irishmen, and 
Scotchmen have vied with each other in 
heroic efforts, and have performed what 
have heen admitted to be almost impos- 
sible feats—impossible to any other in- 
fantry. May we not for one moment, for- 
getting all personal and political differ- 
ences, stand on common ground in 
admiration of those who have added to 
the renown which already belonged to the 
historic regiments in which they served ? 
I speak of the troops from this country, 
but, of course, I speak with equal praise 
of the colonial soldiers, who have been 
shoulder to shoulder in every conflict in 
which they have been engaged, and who 
have shown, besides, a special know- 
ledge and aptitude which have made 
them almost invaluable. All alike 
are worthy; and I think _ that 
whatever we may feel — humiliation 
if you please—-at the defects which have 
been disclosed, that humiliation must be 
accompanied by the deepest pride. I 
have dealt rather by way of summary 
than by way of argument with the 


measures by which we are trying to correct 


{5 FEBRUARY 1900} 


I have not spared the Govern- | 





the Queen’s Speech. 622 


our deficiencies, and by which we hope 
before long to secure complete success. 
But when we have secured success, what 
then? It would be presumptuous, it 
would be premature, to talk now of the 
details of settlement. But the nation 
upon whom we are calling has a right to 
know, when a vote of censure like this is 
moved—which, if successful, would change 
the Government—what the Government 
think and what their would-be successors 
think upon the subject—what is, not the 
details, as I have said, but the genera- 
principles upon which we have proceeded. 
We have had utterances from several 
right hon. Gentlemen on the front bench 


opposite. They have been divided. As 
to such a declaration as that which 
was made by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Berwick Division, 


I do not wish to quibble about words, 
but I say it appears to me that we 
are in substantial agreement with him. 
The utterances of other right hon. Gentle- 
men—the Leader of the Opposition in 
especial, I single him out only because of 
his representative character—the hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries, the noble 
Lord the Member for Cricklade were 
cryptic, but as far as I understood them, 
profoundly unsatisfactory. I say, speak- 
ing for the Government, that in so far 
as in us lies there’ shall be no 
second Majuba. Never again, with our 
consent, while we have the power, shall 
the Boers be able to erect in the heart of 
South Africa a citadel from whence 
proceed disaffection and race animosities. 
Never again shall they be able to endanger 
the paramountey of Great Britain. Never 
again shall they be able to treat an 
Englishman as if he belonged to an 
inferior race. I have said I do not come 
forward as an apologist for the Govern- 
ment. If the House thinks that our 
mistakes are unpardonable, we submit 
ourselves to their judgment. But, 
although I will not apologise for the 
Government, I should like to say one or 
two words on behalf of this nation. We 
were asked the other day to dispel the 
gloom which it was said had settled upon 
the nation. I do not accept the phrase. 
I know of no such feeling. I know, as I 
have said, of anxiety, of regret, and even 
of a certain perfectly natural irritation, 
but I know of no hesitation, no vacillation ; 
I know of nothing which approaches to 
fear or to gloom. Reverses try the 
temper of a nation, and our people have 
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borne the test; and every reverse has 
only been the signal for new offers of 
patriotic assistance from this country and 
new offers from our fellow-subjects across 
the seas. That, indeed, is a fact of the 
situation which I hope we can never 
forget. Never before in the history of 
our Empire has it so realised its strength 
and its unity. The splendid and, 
above all, the spontaneous rally of the 
colonies to the mother country affords no 
slight compensation even for the sufferings 
of war. What has brought them to your 
side? What has brought these younger 
nations of Greater Britain, induced them 
to spring to arms even before you called 
upon them 4 


Sr JOHN BRUNNER 
Northwich) : Liberal policy. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It is that 
Imperial instinct which you deride and 
scorn. Our colonies, repelled in the past 
by inditlerence and apathy, have responded 
to the sympathy which has recently been 
shown to them. A sense of common 
interest, of common duty, an assurance of 
mutual support and pride in the great 
edifice in which they are all members, 
have combined to consolidate and estab- 
lish the unity of the Empire ; and these 
peoples, shortly——very shortly as time is 
measured in history—about to become 
great and populous nations, now for the 
first time claim their share in the duties 
and responsibilities as well as in the 
privileges of Empire. Accordingly you 
have to remember now that you are the 
trustees, not merely of a kingdom, but of 
« federation, which may not, indeed, be 
(listinetly outlined, but which exists 
already in spirit, if not in form. You are 
the trustees : they look to you as holding 
the headship of the race ; and we owe to 
them an infinite debt of gratitude for the 
moral as well as material support that they 
have givenus. This isa question in which 
their interest is indirect. They see with 
a clearer vision than we do. ‘Their eyes 
are not distorted by party politics. Sir, 
I will never believe that these free com- 
munities would have given their support 
and approval to any cause which was not 
just and righteous and which was not 
based on the principles on which their 
own institutions have been founded. 
Whatever may be the future, I say we 
have to congratulate ourselves on the 
compensations as well as upon the evils 
of this war. In Africa, these two races, 
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in their own way, so different in some 
things, will now, at any rate, have 
learned to respect one another. I hear a 
great deal about the animosities which 
will remain after the war. I hope I am 
not too sanguine when I say I do not be- 
lieve in them. When matters have set- 
tled down, when equal rights are assured 
to both the white races, I believe tha 
both will enjoy the land together and 
settle in peace and prosperity. Mean- 
while, we are finding out the weak spots 
in our armour and trying to remedy 
them ; we are finding out the infinite 
potential resources of the Empire; and 
we are advancing steadily, if slowly, to 
the realisation of that great federation 
of our race which will inevitably make 
for peace and liberty and justice. 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): Mr. Speaker, I desire to make my 
position with regard to the war and to 
this Amendment clearly understood. I 
regret that in this case [ differ from the 
views held by many of the most respected 
members of my party. I find I have to 
go down in the estimation of one | 
respect and esteem so much as the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth, but I consider that this vote 
of censure, under existing circumstances, 
should never have been moved. I donot 
wish it to be supposed for one moment 
that I am speaking as an apologist of the 
Government. My own personal view is 
that the war is a calamity, and that 
it is due to the many grave errors that 
have been committed. I hold the view 
entertained very largely in the country 
that the Government deserves blame. 
This blame the Government have received 
wherever men have met together apart 
from party politics to discuss the war. It 
is blame based not on an elaborate review 
of the history of England since 1895, but 
on the broad and simple ground that 
the country has been allowed to drift into 
a most serious war with full knowledge 
that troops to the number of 60,000 were 
ready to operate against us, and without 
having an adequate force to protect the 
colonies that were threatened ; and, 
further, that the Government permitted 
the general of a stop-gap army to take a 
course of action which has changed the 
whole campaign. But what has the 
country done under these circumstances ! 
Instead of agitating against the Govern- 
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ment, or showing every sign of disappro- 
bation and restlessness, the country has 
remained silent—it has maintained what 
| must term a magnificent silence. In 
spite of this, now that we are met here 
in Parliament we are told by all the 
auth orities on our side of the House 
that it is the duty of Parliament to com- 
mence its deliberations not by discussing 
what is necessary to be done in regard to 
the war, but by a vote of censure on the 
Government for the events which have 
led to the war. When one inquires why 
this is necessary, one is told that it is due 
to precedents established by our fore- 
runners in Parliament. I have a great 
respect for the great God Precedent ; 
it is sometimes cited with great power, 
ut I do not think we all worship at its 
shrine nowadays as we did of old. But 
unfortunately for the argument from pre- 
cedent, but fortunately for our country, 
the position in which we stand has no 
precedent. If I look back into the history 
of England I know of no case in which 
England ever stood in its present position 
And therefore before we are bound to 
act on these so-called precedents, we ought 
toinquire what is the position of England, 
what is its gravity, and what is the duty 
thereby rendered incumbent upon us 
now! The gravity of the situation 
no one can deny. We see a_ small 
nation, half the size of Glasgow, holding 
the whole of our armies in a state of 
immobility. And we see that with all 
the disasters that we have already suffered, 
it is quite possible that more serious dis- 
asters may come ; and before the end of 
this session, which has begun in so ill- 
omened a way by dissensions, it may be 
that we shall see fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand of our fellow countrymen prisoners 
at Pretoria. It has been shown also to 
those who do not love us amongst the 
other nations of the world how a large 
portion of owr army has been pent up in 
a distant portion of the world, and how 
this country has been left almost 
depleted of troops. Therefore, it becomes 
necessary that action and action alone 
should be our watchword. In such a 
moment we, as a consultative body, can do 
little. Action is so absolutely in the 
hands of the Executive that a consultative 
hody is almost powerless. It can stimulate 
or 1t can paralyse action, but it cannot 
direct it. If we believe that action is 


all important to England at the present | 
moment, that on the events of the next 
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two or three months depend largely the 
position of England among the nations 
of the world, it follows that we, as a de- 
liberative Assembly, should realise that 
what we can best do as an Assembly is to 
strengthen and help that portion of the 
Government which has in hand the action 
of the nation. Now, that portion of the 


Government, the Executive, is not 
of the choosing of those who 
hold the politics that I hold. It 


is a Government neither of our choosing 
nor of our liking, but it is the Govern- 
ment of the day, and every practical man 
must realise that it is the Government 
which will wield the whole forces of Eng- 
land for the purposes of this war. Hence 
we have no way of assisting the nation in 
this war excepting through the Govern- 
ment. The Executive is the personal 
part of the Goverrment, which has to 
act with rapidity in all those things in 
which a deliberative assembly is wanting. 
Therefore I myself see that the only pos- 
sible way for us to assist England at the 
present moment is by making the existing 
Government more capable of calling up and 
using the resources of England. If that 
be so, it is not enough for us to say that 
the Government shall have all the sums of 
money and all the forces it demands ; we 
are bound to assist the Government in all 
matters that relate to the continuance of 
the war just as fully and in the same 
way as if this Government were a Govern- 
ment holding our opinions. Now I am 
perfectly aware that many people are 
afraid of such a doctrine as that, because 
it appears to them that it is an abdica- 
tion of the position of a deliberative 
assembly. It is quite true that itis a 
recognition by a deliberative assembly 
of the limits of its power. But in olden 
days, in the time of the Romans, when 
action became imperative, a dictator 
was appointed, and the whole of the 
constitutional government deliberately 
abandoned its position in order that the 
dictator should be able to act with 
decision. Of course, these times have 
passed away with the forms and expe- 
cients which they adopted, but the need 
still remains, of which those forms and 
those expedients were the expressions. 
In a moment like this, we must do for the 
Government just the same as they had to 
do—namely, we must render the Executive 
influential, powerful, and capable of rapid 
and certain action. Now, my friends 
beside me will say, if we give to the 
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Government the same assistance, support, 
and consideration in matters relating to 
the carrying out of the war that we 
would give to men of our own persuasion, 
does not that amount to an approval of 
the war, and will it not be so understood ? 
Sir, the nation is not so stupid as not to 
be able to distinguish between approval 
of the war and a right sense of its 
gravity. The gravity of this war is the 


justification for our united action ; Kut the | 


question of our approval or disapproval of 
the war is quite immaterial at the present 
moment, because we all recognise that the 
war exists and that if England is to hold 
her place amongst the nations it must be 
prosecuted to a successful termination. 
But it may be said if we follow this course 
is it not granting an amnesty to those 
whom we think guilty of so many grievous 
errors in the past? This appears to me 
to be a consideration of far inferior im- 
portance. I wouid let all the guilty ones 
escape if by so doing we should _pre- 
serve England. The question of punishing 
the guilty is a trifling one compared with 
the saving of our country from further 
disasters. But it is idle to talk in this way 
at the present moment when you cannot 
get a hearing, and ought not to get a 
hearing, in regard to the past. The 
nation is thinking of the present and of 
the future; and it is giving a very 
slight hearing to diatribes as to the causes 
of the present lamentable state of things. 
If you want to make a nation realise that 
it has been badly handled, wait until 
a calmer time comes, and then your argu- 
ments will be fairly heard ; but to think 
that you can get a hearing now is to shut 
your eyes to the obvious facts. But there 
is a further matter which I cannot pass 
by without a word. There are many 
who would say that before accepting 
the view of supporting the Government 
in all things so far as relates to the 
carrying on of the war, we ought to 
consider what will happen after victory 
is achieved. Let us wait till that victory 
has been attained. Weare along way from 
that yet. But as soon as that victory 
comes the imperative necessity of support- 
ing the Executive will have ceased, and 


then the duty of acting as advisers in this | 


House will have come back again. All 
that we have got to do now, when 
the country is casting longing 
eyes upon us to see how’ we 
van be helpful in this time of trouble, is 


that we should assist those who have 


Mr. Moulton. 
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| command of the’ resources of the nation, 
in order that these resources may be used 
to the best advantage. But it must not 
be thought that I hold that we cannot 
assist otherwise than by a blind support 
of the Government in a crisis like this. 
I think that a watchful House of 
Commons, devoted to saving this country, 
may be of the greatest possible strength 
and the greatest possible value in guiding 
the Government. Let me give an 
example. Although the country may be 
willing to spend money, the Government 
may shrink from making the people 
feel the expense. Now, if there be 
such a tendency—if the Government 
is going to play the part of the mer- 
chant who waits till his bills are pro- 
tested before he collects the money to 
pay them—nothing would prevent so 
disastrous a policy so much as a watchful 
House of Commons. We can stimulate 
the Government to make its appeals to 
the nation with due promptitude if we 
give to it the sanction of our authority. 
But that is not the only advantage of 
united action. One of the worst conse- 
quences of a motion of this kind is that as 
long as it is before the House it reduces 
to silence the only effective criticism of a 
Government—that of their own followers. 
So long as we are in a hostile attitude 
towards the Government, their supporters 
‘must be silent out of loyalty to their 
leaders, but if there is an amnesty with 
regard to the measures for carrying on 
the war this will cease. And remember, 
that if we on this side abstain from party 
attacks on the Government, the Members 
opposite ought to abstain from party 
support of it. It has been rightly said 
that we ought to have no sham fights, 
but we ought also to have no sham 
friendships. If we realise the need of 
our country, and that the country is 
looking to us to help it, we should see 
that while we on this side of the House 
abstain from embarrassing or worrying 
the Government we ought to receive from 
those on the opposite benches all possible 
help in guiding them so far as it is pos- 
sible to do so. We ought all to aid the 
Executive through which we alone can 
work for England at this moment of 
national trial, and by this I do not merely 
mean that we ought to vote supplies, but 
that we should save it from all annoyance 
that would hinder its efficiency in the 
conduct of the war. If reverses come I 
do not want to add to the labour and 
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anxiety of combatting them the feeling, 
“Qh, now we shall have new worries in 
the House of Commons.” It appears to me 
that we ought to realise that our relations 
with the Government are much the same as 
the relations of the Government with the 
generals at the front—we have to give 
them a free hand and bear patiently the 
reverses which we have suffered or may 
suffer. There are people abroad who 
are keenly watching to find the first signs 
of weariness in this war on the part of 
England, that they may raise the cry 
“England is beaten.” If you want to 
make the hearts of these enemies of 
England sick, you cannot do it better 
than by letting them see that so far from 
our reverses producing weariness or 
dissension, their only effect has been to 
make the Government step from the 
position of commanding this House, by a 
strong party majority, into the far higher 
position of an Executive which has behind 
it the willing, resolute, and hearty support 
of a united House of Commons. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheitenham) 
said he would not attempt to follow the 
noble Lord who moved this Amendment, 
or some of the hon. Members who had 
supported it into the academic discussion 
regarding the negotiations which preceded 
this deplorable war. He would not 
attempt to discuss the grievances of the 
Uitlanders, the Jameson raid, the Edgar 
case, or whether it would have been better 
if this or that despatch had not been 
written or published, or such a speech had 
not been delivered. He did not believe 
that at the present moment the British 
nation cared one penny piece for their 
threadbare topics. He would, however, 
say that, although he could not agree 
with the measures of these gentleman he 
was at one with many of them as to their 
conclusion. He believed with them that 
war might have been avoided, or if not 
avoided at least postponed. But how 
could it have been avoided? It would 
have been avoided had we consented to 
hand over our South African possessions to 
the domination and paramount influences 
of President Kruger and _ his followers. 
It would have been avoided had we agreed 
to abandon our loyal fellow-subjects to 
the tyranny and oppression of the lowest 
and worst type of corrupt Dutch 
Afrikander. It would have been avoided 


had the people of this country been so 
mean and so untrue to their plighted 
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word as to hand over the native races 
whom they had pledged themselves to 
protect toa rule and a tyranny which had 
been opposed to the traditions of the 
British people for many generations. He 
could not but regret the unpatriotic tone 
of some of the speeches delivered on this 
Amendment. He referred more especially 
to Sir R. T. Reid, Mr. Bryce, and Sir E. 
Clarke. No doubt these gentlemen 
believed that they were only attacking 
the policy of the Government, but in 
doing so they had in this instance been 
injuring the nation. These gentlemen 
had placed a weapon in the hands of the 
enemies of their country which they had 
not been slow to use. This was specially 
the case with the utterances of the 
Member for South Aberdeen, whose 
writings had given his opinions an in- 
fluence, more especially in America, 
which they did not possess in this country. 
He believed nothing had done more to pre- 
judice foreign press opinion against this 
country than the utterances and writings 
of the right hon. Gentleman as they 
were continually being quoted. The 
same was the case with the hon. Member 
for Plymouth. It was well known that 
his silverv eloquence had beguiled many 
a jury and persuaded many a judge, and 
that he was a supporter of the Govern- 
ment. Why, therefore, in this instance 
should he have turned against them 
unless they were in the wrong? The 
hon. and learned Member had informed 
them that his constituents did not ap- 
prove of his action. He (General Russell) 
was glad to hear that this was also the 
case with a large number of the former 
supporters of the Member for South 


Aberdeen. He only trusted that 
at the next election it might 
be proved by a_ large majority. 


He believed that when the majority of the 
House and of the country had considered 
the whole case they would come to the 
conclusion that the mistakes that had 
been made were the fault, not of the 
Government or of the Executive, but of 
the system. He could not believe that 
the First Lord of the Treasury had been 
correctly reported as having said at Man- 
chester on 11th January that in debates 
on the Army Estimates he had never 
heard the statement made that our artil- 
lery was not equal to that of other 
powers. He (General Russell) did not 
think there ever had been a debate in 
which the inadequacy of our artillery had 
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not been brought forward. Moreover, a 
committee of Service Members considered 
this very point only last session. The 
proper proportion of guns was five to 
every 1,000 men. 
in South Africa, and therefore, instead of 
410 guns, we ought to have 900 guns in 
the field. The proportion at present was 
only two and a-half guns per 1,000 men. 
The Government had heen asked why 
they did not send out troops earlier. That 
again was the fault of the system. If in 
September the Government had sent out 
all the troops they could lay hands on, it 
would have upset our whole plans of 
mobilisation. Service Members had urged 
repeatedly that it was absolutely neces- 
sary as a matter of precaution that the 
Government should have in its hands an 
army corps of at least 30,000 men, which 
they could send anywhere at any time 
without calling out the reserves. He 
hoped when we came to set our military 
house in order that this would not be 
forgotten. It had been complained that 
colonial troops were not employed early 
enough. It was well known that this 
had caused heartburnings among our 
Colonial subjects in South Africa. They 
could not tell where the fault iay, but he 
trusted that in the course of the inquiry 
which the Government had promised, this 
matter would not be overlooked. With 
regard to the lack of a map, it was the 
fault of the military authorities in Natal 
and not of the Government that no 
military survey had been made. No 
explanation had yet been given with 
regard to the accumulation of stores at 
Ladysmith, for he could not imagine any 
place less suited for defence. It was in 
1881 his duty to draw out a scheme for 
the defence of Ladysmith, and he had 
never had in all his military experi- 
ence a harder task. The whole 
essence of the mistakes that had 
heen made lay, not in ignorance of the 
numbers of the Boers or of their arma- 
ments, but in a disbelief in their fighting 
powers. Sir George White had been 
blamed for holding Ladysmith. But he 
thought that every impartial person 
would admit that if Sir George White 
-seeing that he had an enormous accu- 
mulation of stores to guard, and had no 
means of ascertaining accurately the 
strength of the Boers—had retired to 
the Tugela he would have been con- 
demned for not making a stand. General 
White had, at all events, prevented the 


General Russell. 
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Boers from over-running Natal. No 
doubt our Generals had made mistakes, 
but he had never heard a complaint 
against the commissariat or the hospital 
arrangements. He might say, in con- 
clusion, and he felt certain that in 
speaking for himself he echoed 
the feeling of a large number of 
the Members of this House, that he heard 
the brilliant speech of the Under Secre- 
tary for War with feelings of intense 
relief. Then, for the first time, he felt 
assured that the Government realised the 
extreme gravity of the present situation 
—a crisis caused by reverses and defeats 
such as we had _ not suffered since we lost 
our North American colonies. He now 
knew that the Government, whatever 
might have been the shortcomings and 
the failings of the past, were determined 
that so far as human foresight could 
provide and so far at least as they were 
concerned, our gallant troops would he 
furnished with every means to bring this 
horrible war to a speedy and triumphant 
conclusion. He was now convinced that 
they appreciated those feelings of earnest 
resolve, calmness, determination, and 
confidence in the righteousness of our 
cause which had moved the nation to its 
depth in a manner almost without parallel 
in history. 


*Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): We have listened to very re- 
markable speeches to-night which have 
greatly appealed to our patriotism, but 
which have not answered the questions 
which have been raised against the 
Government by this Amendment. In the 
speech which the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury made at Manchester a few days ago 
he stated that the Government had 
nothing to apologise for, but the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary to-day has been a speech «d 
misericordiam. Over and over again he 
said, “We have made mistakes; we 
failed to send enough troops ; now we 
putting 200,000 menu in the field; we 
failed to send out enough guns,” and so 
forth, admitting tothis House that mistakes 
had been made and faults had been com- 
mitted. Now the right hon. Gentleman 
thinks fit to express amazement that men 
like myself who contend that the policy of 
the Government in creating this war was 
wrong are going to vote for this Amend- 
ment. He speaks in terms of derision, 
and says, “You, who say this war ought 
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never to have been entered into, how can 
you have the audacity to come forward 
and say, Prosecute this war to a success- 
ful issue? What I should do would be 
to say, “Stop the war,” which I do not 
believe to be just. Now I have no con- 
scientious feeling on the point. We 
entered into the war because the right 


hon. Gentleman put the quarrel on us, , 


and we are bound to prosecute the war 
until a point is attained when we can 
properly enter into negotiations for peace. 
The thing at which I am aniazed is that 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen on this 
side of the House who, at the com- 
mencement of this war, when they 
had reason to believe, and did be- 
lieve it would be a __ triumphal 
procession from Cape ‘Town to Pretoria, 
were the aiders and abettors of this policy 
of the Government, through the baleful 
influence of whom the war was brought 
about, should, in the hour of disaster to 
the Government and the country, ask 
the House to join in a resolution which con 
demns that policy. If it isa just and 
necessary war, it does not matter whether 
the Colonial Secretary has learned or not 
to be a polite letter writer, or whether he 
has made speeches here which are more 
worthy of Bingley Hall than this House. 
I am conscious of what fell from 
the hon. and gallant Member for 
Torquay, when he said that the 
country is looking to this House of 
Commons to devote its energies to bring 
this war to a speedy and successful con- 
clusion. [agree with him that the first 
part of the Amendment is ill-conceived, 
and serves no useful purpose. I go 
further, and say, as an humble Member 
of this House, who feels acutely the 
position in which the country is placed, 
it is painful to me to listen to the recri- 
minations from one side of the Table to 
the other as to speeches made four or five 
years ago, which were never read by four- 
fifths of the people, and only read by the 
other fifth to forget. It is not worthy of 
the House. With regard to the second 
part of the Amendment, which deals with 
our military preparedness, it has been 
urged against the Government that in the 
year 1895, or, at the latest, 1896, they 
knew that these armaments were proceed. 
ing on a scale which was totally incom- 
patible with the necessities of frontier 
protection from savage tribes, but they 
neither moved hand nor foot to prevent 


them. It is the humiliation of the House of 
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'Commons that the responsible Ministers 


of the Crown should offer such an excuse 
as that they knew the Boers were arm- 
ing after the Jameson raid, but they did 
not then dare to say to the Boer Govern- 
ment, stop thearmament. Now that that 
armament has taken place and hostilities 
are proceeding, it is costing us the expen- 
diture of millions of money and thousands 
of troops. That being so, I say that the 
Minister who shrunk from stepping in 
and coercing the Boers from obtaining 
further armaments because a band of 
buccaneers had invaded the Transvaal is 
unworthy of the confidence of this House, 
aid as a Minister has betrayed his trust. 
That is a count in the indictment which 
the Colonial Secretary has not answered, 
and that is what the man in the street 
demands an answer to. It is not too late 
now for the Government to give some 
explanation which could be construed as 
a legitimate answer if they so desire. 
Turning to another point, Why did not 
the Government send out more than 
20,000 troops to the Transvaal when they 
knew that war was inevitable? Did they 
know war was impending? If they 
thought it was not, why were the troops 
sent at all. They must have known it 
would only aggravate the Boers. These 
men were sent out because Sir Walter 
Hely Hutchinson contemplated the inevi- 
table necessity of war, and represented to- 
the Government that it was necessary to 
put 20,000 men in the field. The 
Government acted on his suggestion be- 
cause they thought war was inevitable. 
With regard to the Ultimatum, I consider 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary’s despatch was the real 
Ultimatum, and having sent these 20,000 
troops, the Government say they did not 
send more because the Governor-General 
told them they were enough; and the 
First Lord of the Treasury said they 
did not accurately estimate the number 
of men required, because they did not 
know how many Uitlanders would fight 
for the Transvaal Republic and how many 
for the British, and they did not accu- 
rately estimate the Boers because they did 
not know how many would go to Swazi- 
land and other places to escape comman- 
deering. If there was a doubt, why not 
give the benefit to the British public. 
What a disparity of numbers. A few 
months ago 20,000 men were enough, 
now the right hon. Gentleman put it at 
200,000. When it comes to be written 
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there will be no more deplorable chapter 
in our military history than the action of 
the War Office on this occasion, and the 


unpreparedness of the Government. The | 


matter does not commence in 1895. Since 
1852—forty years—we have been in con- 
tinual friction with the Boers; we have 
had little wars with them and threatened 
little wars; we have had to send out 
troops, or threaten to, owing to the 
aggression of the Boers, and yet the 
Government never took the trouble. 
{Laughter.] Sir, it is no laughing matter 
when 20,000 men have fallen victims to 
the insensate folly of the Government, 
or to the widows who have lost their 
husbands, and mothers who have lost their 
children. Yet would it be believed, those 
men went into the field of battle to take 
most difficult positions unprovided with a 
single effective plan of the country. 
General Buller, as he tells us, sends 
his troops under General Warren to 
take Spion Kop, and he takes Spion Kop, 
and what does he tell us? That the 
perimeter of that mountain was larger 


than he had reason to anticipate, which , 


meant that while he occupied one 
position on the top of the mountain the 
Boers occupied another; and_ because 
Warren had not a proper map of the 
character of this mountain, 300 odd graves 
are on that hill whose rude stones are the 
standing records of the insensate folly of 
the Government. The position now is 
that Great Britain is depleted of its sol- 
diers. How many effective battalions 
have we in the country ? You have had 
to call on the Volunteers, and send them 
to serve 7,000 miles away from home, 
and those that are at home at the present 
moment have no ammunition with which 
to practise. It has been calledin. We are 
no doubt safe so far as our shores are con- 
cerned, but if we are threatened by a 
Great Power in the North West of India 
where are our troops to send out. Then 
in the Sudan there is the danger from 
an army of 120,000 semi-civilised well 
armed men on its borders. I sincerely 
hope that if overtures for peace are made 
the Colonial Secretary will not slam the 
door in the face of President Kruger. 


*Mr. MALCOLM — (Suffolk, Stow- 
market) said: As the Leader of the 
‘Opposition seems to have decreed that 
this debate shall continue till to-morrow 
night, I may be permitted to say a few 
words to dispel the illusion that the 
Mr. Atheriey-Jones, 
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country thinks the present Government 
incapable of carrying on the present war, 
or that it imagines the hands of the 
Executive Committee would be strength- 
ened by a reconstitution of the Govern- 
ment. I agree with what has been said 
by the Under Secretary for War that the 
one thing which the people can’t under- 
stand is that this debate should continue 
from day to day whilst much graver 
matters are waiting to be disposed of. 
They cannot understand how a party like 
the party opposite, whose one distinction 
in African affairs has been regularly 
and egregiously to mismanage them 
in every quarter of that continent, 
should advertise itself in this way 
to be ready to take the reins of 
Government, and to compose difficuities 
in a quarter where hitherto they have 
only made them. I think the House is 
being blinded and the country is being 
misled by a false issue. By the present 
Amendment we are discussing and are 
asked to condemn the policy of the pre- 
sent Government in South Afriea since 
1895; and at the same time we are 
invited to recollect the sacred doctrine of 
Cabinet responsibility. By ell means 
blame the Cabinet which was responsible 
in ’84 for the edifice of wrong which was 
then erected. Blame if you like sucees- 
sive Cabinets and _ successive Colonial 
Ministers who have been indifferent and 
slack in the administration of South 
African affairs since that date, but do 
not blame the one Cabinet of the last 
twenty years which has unmasked the 
true state of affairs in the Transvaal, 
which has exposed the growing humilia- 
tions of the Uitlanders, and has revealed 
the corruption of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment in all its nakedness. Of course, the 
new diplomacy is the thing blamed as the 


fons et origo of all these difficulties—a 


scarcely veiled attack upon the Colonial 
Secretary. I make bold to say that we 
are indebted to the new diplomacy. For 
twenty years the old diplomacy has 
failed ; for twenty years this country has 
indulged in a sleek contemplation of its 
own magnanimity, referred to by Lord 
Rosebery as the “sublime experiment of 
Majuba,” whilst all the time the Boers 
have been silently and cunningly arming 
to the teeth within the four corners of that 
hateful Convention ; for twenty years this 
country has been content to wear the 
velvet glove, but now that it has been 


cast away .and the iron hand of the 
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Empire has been revealed to all, it appears | 
to you a fitting opportunity to blame the 
new diplomacy—to blame Her Majesty’s 
Government for achieving that which you 
yourselves were unable to accomplish. | 
Further, complaint is made that the 
power of our Empire has been exercised 
in all its might against two little States. 
But it is not denied that the corruption 
and the wrongdoing of these States have 
heen great. We have yet to learn that 
wrong can be measured by the size of the 
wrongdoer, or that punishment should be 
meted out according to the stature of the 
prisoner. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Aberdeen said in 
the course of his remarks that our 
Conventions should be strictly observed 
with small States, and I could not help 
interjecting at the time that “such 
obligation should be reciprocal,” an 
observation with which he was good 
enough to agree. Then Lasked myself 
whether we should have stood from 
France orfrom Russia for one moment such 
infringement of Conventions as we have 
endured in the Transvaal. I am con- 
vinced we should never have stood them, 
and I make bold to say that what we 
could not endure from Paris or St. 
Petersburg we should not __ tolerate 
from Pretoria. And at the same time 
that we are informed that we are bully- 
ing little States by the Member for South 
Aberdeen, the honourable and learned 
Member for Dumfries suggests that whilst 
negotiations were going on we should 
have been piling up arms in Natal against 
the day of battle. That is a bullying 
suggestion, if you please! [Tasked myself 
again—would any great State have 
tolerated it from us? When we were 
engaged in arranging treaties with France 
upon the Niger or in the Soudan, with 
Germany regarding Samoa, or elsewhere, 
would offensive exhibitions of the massing 
of forces have facilitated the passing of 
such conventions? Would they not have 
been regarded as intolerable by the other 
contracting parties? Undoubtedly they 
would, and we have no right to resort to 
these demonstrations of force against a 
small country which no great country 
would have tolerated from us for a 
moment. I agree with the hon. Baronet | 
the Member for the Berwick Division, 
who said that the Under Secretary for | 
Warhad, by his speech, lifted a gloom from | 
the heart of the country. It is true he | 


told us much that was relieving, but he | 
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intimated that he would tell us more, and 
we are only waiting until the close of this: 
futile debate to learn what steps are to be 
taken by the War Office for the further 
defence of the Empire. That this state- 
ment which is promised to us is in a con- 
dition of suspended animation is due 
entirely to the Leader of the Opposition, 
who might have stopped this debate four 
nights ago if he had so chosen. But he 
preferred, sadly to his discredit, to invoke 
the Parliamentary traditions of battledore 
and shuttlecock instead of considering the 
interests of the country in this present 
crisis. I have said that this Amendment 
is a clever Amendment; it will surely 
enough scoop into the lobby all those 
who have forgotten their life-long 
motto of ‘Grievance before Supply.” 
Those who have shelved the old 
Liberal watchword of “no taxation with- 
out representation ”; those legal gentle- 
men who seem to think that we in 
England have a monopoly of that clause 
in Magna Charta which declares “ that 
justice shall not be sold, denied or delayed 
to any man,” as well as by those who 
consider us too aggressive in our present 
policy or not aggressive enough. But the 
Amendment is not too clever to prevent 
Members on this side of the House join- 
ing together upon this occasion, whatever 
their feelings may be upon one detail or 
upon another of the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government. We recognise it 
as being a vote of censure upon the 
Government, and therefore I believe we 
shall stand together because we disagree: 
in toto with the letter and the spirit of 
the Amendment. We at least will record 
to-morrow our trust in the governing 
capacity of the Executive of the day in 
this time of stress and of battle, and we 
shall thank heaven that we have a 
yovernment which has at least disclosed 
to the world the true inwardness of this 
Transvaal rebellion. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): It seemed to me somewhat pain- 
ful to hear the right hon. Gentleman 
boasting in eager and almost extravagant 
terms of the enthusiasm of the country 
in sending out an Army of 200000 men. 
I am one of those who do not share the- 
hysterical disbelief in the capacity of the 
British race to deal with any problem that 
is placed before them. But I do think 
that, if the right hon. Gentleman and his 
colleagues had invited the House of Com- 
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‘mons and the country last June to consider 


this enormous scheme of sending a force of | 


200,000 men 7,000 miles away and in- 
curring a liability of perhaps hundreds_ of 
millions sterling; if they had gravely 
proposed such a policy as that in order 
simply to enforce the granting of a five 
years retrospective franchise to the Uit- 
‘landers, I venture to,think that this House 
and the country would have refused 
absolutely to consider proposals so 
enormously disproportioned to the 
end to be attained, and would have 
promptly rejected them with scorn. The 
right hon. Gentleman added strength to 
my contention, because he said “our ob- 
_jects are reasonable, our demands are 
moderate,” and that the proposals of the 
Government were the same as those made 
in the well-known despatch of Lord 
Ripon, when Colonial Secretary in 1894, 
which was not actually sent to the Trans- 
vaal Government. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman says to us, “ Your proposals have 
been the same as our proposals are, and 
yet yousay, ‘ We must compel acceptance 
of these proposals by force.” That came 
strangely from the right hon. Gentleman, 
because four vears ago, in August, 1896, 
he ridiculed the idea of sending an army 
“to foree President Kruger to grant 
reforms,” and said: “That is not my 
policy, and it never will be my policy.” 
It seems to me that there is a fundamental 
inconsistency here, as elsewhere, in the 
statements of the right hon. Gentleman. 
But I rejoice that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has again defined the limits and the 
objects of his policy in the definite terms 
he did in his speech to-night. I think that 
relieves us from some difficulties in deal- 
ing with this question. The right hon. 
Gentleman takes the footing that this war 
is a just and a necessary war, and he 
szemed to regard as a reproach to the Oppo- 
sition that some of them held that this war 
Was an unjust anda needless war. But 
we do take that view, and I pin the right 
hon. Gentleman to his contention that his 
objects are reasonable, that his policy was 
the same as the despatch of Lord Ripon, 
and with that contention in his mouth the 
right hon. Gentleman has no right to say 
that we are not justified in arguing, on 
the facts and on the merits, that this 
war is a needless and an_ iniquitous 
war. We have had recently put in our 
hands a new Blue-book on this question. 
I will only refer to one passage in that 


Blue-book which seems to me to add force 
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to the unanswerable contention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bodmin and the hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth in the debate 
of October 19th. The passage I wish to 
refer to is in a despatch from Mr. Conyng- 
ham Greene, in which he dwells upon 
the second telegram sent by the Trans- 
vaal Government on August 21st in 
connection with their proposals for a 
five years franchise. He says that he is 
compelled to regard this second telegram 

in which the Transvaal Government 
reminded the British Government that 
the conditions which they had merely 
alluded to in the first telegram were con- 
ditions which were absolutely essential to 
the acceptance of the five years franchise 
—as making the transaction a bargain 
pure and simple, and Mr. Conyngham 
Greene remarks that this additional tele- 
gram made it clear that the negotiations 
“were meant to be oft” and therefore he 
had come to the conclusion, and advised 
the High Commissioner that it was not 
worth while to pursue the negotiations 
further. But what the Boers thus 
stipulated, most reasonably, was only 
to have an assurance that the Convention 
should he maintained, and to insist on 
the freedom and independence we had 
again and again promised them—as a 
consideration for granting the franchise 
to the Uitlanders. This despatch must 
have reached the Colonial Office, and how 
can we reconcile those words with the 
statement of the Colonial Secretary last 
October in reply to the hon. Member for 
Plymouth—that he fully intended to 
accept these very conditions and limitations 
which are in this despatch said to have 
closed the negotiations. The Colonial 
Secretary has said that this isa great 
natural issue which ought to be dealt with 
without regard to party. That is exactly 
the feeling with which I wish myself to 
approach this subject I must say that 
I have been deeply pained at the ignoble 
ail unfair taunts which have — been 
levelled at us not only in this House but 
in the country —that because we criticise 
the policy of the Government, and because 
we say that policy has landed us in an 
unjust aud unnecessary war, that, con- 
sequently, weare lackingin patriotism, that 
we do not appreciate the grave peril in 
which this country now stands, and that we 
are not showing proper sympathy for the 
Army. The man hardly exists who 
does not feel from the bottom of his 








641 


heart 

troops 
and \ 
sionat 
suffer 
of fri 
we ar 
is un 
hones’ 
deepel 
whose 
this ¢ 
Secret 
lispla 
the d 
utmos 
could 

worth 
for th 
the C 
the y 
becau: 
which 
that tl 
the pr 
They 

orders 
but o 
resolv 
own t 
the se 
is the 

receiv 
shown 
these 

over t) 
the G 
Had \ 
done ¢ 
same 

policy 
sympa 
even 

the |} 
Repub 
to on 
the ris 
this w 
respec 
Bat w 
He sa 
behinc 
he bel 
long ¢ 
speech 
and t¢ 
Secret 
he ans 
and ne 
have 











er 








641 Address in Answer to 


heart the fullest sympathy with our 
troops who are struggling so magnificently, 
and who does not feel the most pas- 
sionate sympathy with those who have 
suffered of high and low degree the loss 
of friends and relatives in this war. If 
we are sincere in our belief that this war 
is unjust—and I am speaking my own 
honest conviction--that fact merely 
deepens our indignation against those 
whose folly or misconduct has involved 
this country inthe war. The Colonial 
Secretary has referred to the magnificent 
display—I won't call it loyalty, but of 
the devoted, eager spirit to help to the 
utmost—by our colonies, and nothing 
could be more splendid and more praise- 
worthy. But what was the real reason 
for that? When Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 
the Canadian Premier, was over here in 
the year 1897, he said: ‘“ We are loyal 
because we are free.” The real principle 
which underlies this colonial support is 
that they have been granted freedom and 
the power to manage their own affairs. 
They are acting not in obedience to the 
orders of martinets in Downing Street, 
but of their own goodwill they have 
resolved of their own choice to send their 
own troops in their own way. That is 
the secret of this Colonial loyalty. That 
is the natural reward which this country 
receives for granting freedom and for 
showing our confidence and goodwill to 
these people who are allied with us all 
over the world. Nothing could condemn 
the Government policy more than this. 
Had we treated the Boers as we have 
done our Colonies—if we had shown the 
same confidence and goodwill--such a 
policy would have gained for us the 
sympathy and perhaps, at some time, 
even the active support, instead of 
the hostility of the South African 
Republic. I should just like to refer 
to one other passage in the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman. He said that 
this war is likely to lead to the two races 
respecting each other when it is over. 
Bat what did he say three years ago ! 
He said that such a war * would leave 
behind it the embers of a strife which 
he believed generations would hardly be 
long enough to extinguish.” The one 
speech, as usual, contradicts the other, 
and the whole case of the Colonial 


Secretary from beginning to end could 
he answered from his own multifarious 
and not very satisfactory speeches. We 
have had the official apology in the 
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speech of the First Lord of the Treasury 
at Manchester—an apology not im- 
proved upon in either House. That 
defence has been the worst impeach- 
ment of the Ministry. I do not 
want to dwell upon the military side 
of this question, for that has been dealt 
with hy many speakers, notably by the 
Member for the Berwick Division of 
Northumberland in a speech of critical 
analysis and pulverising power. That 
speech is one which, in my opinion, 
shows that the Ministry have been really 
playing with the country. I would 
turn to the more serious side—what 
the Ministry have done to secure peace. 
What is the essential test whether this 
is a just or unnecessary war? This 
war has sprung out of the negotiations 
since last spring. We are therefore 
entitled to ask what is the interpre- 
tation which the First Lord of the 
Treasury and Her Majesty’s Government 
put upon that chapter of our diplo- 
macy. We know very well in what 
way those negotiations commenced. Sir 
Alfred Milner, at the Bloemfontein Con- 
ference, described the franchise as a policy 
which would place in the hands of the Out- 
landers themselves the power of enabling 
them, by becoming citizens of the Transvaal, 
to remove gradually by their own efforts 
the grievances which they sutfered. That is 
a policy with which many of us on this 
side of the House have heartily sym- 
pathised. We know how that policy was 
pressed home again and again. We have 
heard the statement of the Colonial Secre- 
tary that what he demanded was the 
immediate and substantial representation 
of the Outlanders in the Volksraad of the 
South African Republic. Was this pro- 
posal ever honestly and sincerely made by 
Her Majesty’s Government? The First 
Lord of the Treasury, at Manchester, 
says-—- 

“The probability was that we should obtain 
such rights for the Vitlanders in the Transvaal 
as should at least tide over the present year, 
and the present ditticulty until, perhaps, some 
period arrived when, either by accident or de- 
sign, it might suit the Boer leaders to pre- 
cipitate a struggle.” 

It seems to me that one can put no inter- 
pretation on those words other than 
this—that the First Lord of the Treasury 
was compelled to anticipate a terrible war 
such as we have upon us now, at some 
time or other, and that the franchise 
proposals were merely of the nature of a 
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stop-gap, an expedient to gain time, and 
not a solution of the question at all. 
Well, then, I will just pnt this ques- 
tion to the House : Suppose that through 
the principle laid down by the Colonial 
Secretary we should have had immediate 
and substantial representation of the Out- | 
landers : suppose that had been sincerely 
meant and accepted by President Kruger ; 
suppose they really wanted the franchise 
and that it had been effectively carried 
out. Why, that representation would 
have added from 20,000 to 40,000 citizens 
to the South African Republic who would 
have been bound in honour, if there is 
honour in any of these transactions, to 
fight against us in the event of the war 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
expected. Could anything be more fatuous 
than that? If it was not meant seriously 
how can we be surprised that an acute 
and vigilant people like the Boers should 


have their suspicions intensified and 
became convinced that the whole 
of this policy was tainted with 


duplicity, and that they were being 
marked ont as the victims of the ambitious 
policy of Mr. Rhodes and the Colonial 
Secretary from the beginning, and that 
there was no honesty or straightforward- 
ness in the whole business from beginning 
to end? When we thus left the Boers to 
choose whether our policy was one of 
imbecility or duplicity, I ask if either of 
those policies is worthy of a great nation ! 
What can be less creditable to a great, 
intelligcnt, and supreme people like the 
English, dealing with a humble, simple 
people like the Boers, who are less en- 
lightened and less progressive, and whom 
we ought to have taken by the hand and 
shown the right way to develop their 
future ? Instead of this we had convinced 
them that they could see nothing ahead 
but a policy of war, and was it any 
wonder then that they could only regard 
this country with suspicion and dislike ? 
We have often heard in this House and 
elsewhere that the Outlanders are unani- 
mously in favour of these proposals, but 
I could occupy the time of the House far 
longer than | should be justified in doing 
if | attempted to quote in full from the 
many statements [ have here mainly from 
miners from Northumberland, Lancashire, 
and South Wales, who have returned to 
England from the Transvaal. They are 
men who all state that they went out | 
there because they could get good wages, | 
and after spending a few years there, 


Mr. Channing. 
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England with considerable 
sums of money. These miners state 
that there was no agitation for these 
reforms, that there was no demand for the 
franchise, and that the greater part of the 
working men believe that the result of the 
transference of the Government of the 
Transvaal from the Boers to the English 
will be a rapid and decisive diminution of 
their wages. They are statements not from 
capitalists and speculators, but from men 
who have gone out there to work in the 
mines, whose statements are absolutely 
trustworthy. They say the Outlander 
petitions were got up by deliberate 
threats, that if they did not sign they 
would have to leave the mine. They 
were got up by endless floods of beer 
which had to be resorted to in order 
to obtain signatures. I could quote 
passages to show that the names of 
hundreds of those appearing on the peti- 
tions knew absolutely nothing about them. 
The real secret of this war is the absolute 
sense of distrust and lack of confidence 
which English policy has created in the 
Transvaal. I notice that Her Majesty's 
Government have now adopted the raid 
as a legitimate and complete excuse for 
the position in which they stand. They 
have adopted apparently the wise and 
weighty words of aman who is, I regret to 
say, no longer in this House, and whom 
I always looked upon as one of the most 
straightforward men I have seen in Par- 
liament—I allude to Lord Charles Beres- 
ford. Speaking upon this subject he 
said— 

“ Blame should be attached almost entirely, 
if notentirely, to that lamentable and con- 
temptible raid. _ Many of his friends were in 
that raid—but the question of the honour of 


one’s country was very much bigger than the 
question of personal friendship. No one who 


| had anything to do with that affair, directly 


or indirectly, ought to have anything to do 
with the administration of the Transvaal in 
the future.” 

As I have said before, the Government 
have adopted the first part of that state- 
ment made by Lord Charles Beresford as 
an excuse for their position, while the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth, 
in a most eloquent and statesmanlike pas- 
sage in his speech, urged Her Majesty's 
Government to adopt Lord Charles Beres- 


'ford’s second point, namely, that those 


who by implication or suspicion had been 
associated with the raid and its policy 
should be withdrawn from dealing further 
with these problems. The right hon. 
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Gentleman the Under Secretary of State | 


for Foreign Affairs made a most impor- 
tant admission in his speech, and that 


{5 Fepruary 1900} 


admission practically establishes our case , 


out of his own mouth. He said that the 
raid had practically destroyed the reform 
movement in the Transvaal, and that if 
the raid had not occurred the progressive 
movement in the Transvaal would have 
putan end to the dcmination of President 
Kruger in a very few years. What more 
could we wish to have than that state- 
ment in order to establish our ease, for it 
admits that a policy of fair play would 
have stamped out all these conspiracies, 
would have secured peace, and would 
have maintained peace throughout the 
country. The House, no doubt, remem- 
bers the well-known words of Mr. 
in regard to the transfer of the Kimberley 
diamond mines from the Orange Free 
State to British control. 
itas ‘the most discreditable transaction 
in English Colonial history,” and stated that 
“fromthat dayno Boer in South Africa has 
heen able to trust to English promises.” 
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of its directors are men of enormous 
wealth. Why did not the Government 
instead of shuffling with the question of 
indemnity, and helping the company to 
wriggle out of its liability, force it to 
pay adequate compensation for the out- 
rage it had committed on a country 
with which we were at peace? Why 


/was the inquiry into the raid shirked 


Froude | 


and burked, and why was Mr. Rhodes 
allowed to escape the natural penalty 
which his participation in the raid justly 
brought upon him? His resignation of 
the position of Prime Minister of Cape 
Colony was wholly insutticient ; his name 
ought to have been struck off the roll of 
the Privy Council, and he ought to have 
been put on his trial like Dr. Jameson 
and his other subordinates, when, on his 


/own admission, he would have to suffer a 


He described | 


But what was the very first step taken by | 


the Colonial Secretary in dealing with the 
Transvaal after the raid? Instead of 
conciliation, instead of meeting Presi- 
dent Kruger’s magnanimity to the 
prisoners by concessions, he made a 
proposal to detach the Rand from the rest 


of the Transvaal, to give it self govern- | 


ment, and to make it a separate com- 
munity. Could the Transvaal Dutch put 
any other interpretation upon that pro- 
posal than that it was intended to rob the 
Transvaal of ,the Rand goldfields as the 
Orange Free State had been robbed of the 
Kimberley Diamond Mines ? 


Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): It was only 
4 proposal to create a separate munici- 
pality. 


*Mr. CHANNING: The proposal was 
quite clear; it gave Home Rule to the 
Rand with the prospect of gradual de- 
tachment from the Transvaal, and it 
(leepened and intensified feeling in that 
country against the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government. If the Govern- 
ment were in earnest in pledging them- 
selves to maintain the independence of the 
Transvaal, why did they not deprive the 
South Africa Company, which entered into 
this piratical enter prise, of its charter ? 
I believe the position of the company 
is exceedingly unsatisfactory, but some 
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similar penalty to them. What natural 
effect had all this on the minds of the 
people of the Transvaal? A few days ago 
there was published in the Daily News 2 
striking and interesting interview with 
Mr. J. B. Robinson, ‘who has special 
knowledge on these questions. He 
described in detail a succession of conver- 
sations which he had with President Kruger 
in reference to the raid. I will not quote 
all the interview, but I will refer to that 
part of it which is germane to the argu- 
ment I am advancing. The last occasion 
on which Mr. Robinson saw President 
Kruger was after the notorious speech of 
the Colonial Secretary, in which, with an 


| audacity which I have never seen in any 


other Member ‘in this House, ventured 
to state after the Committee had declared 


| Mr. Rhodes guilty of conduct which every 
} o d . 
| honourable man considered dishonourable, 

that he was free from any suspicion that 


could affect his personal honour. At that 


interview President Kruger said— 


*Do you mean to tell me as an intelligent 
man that you accept these statements, and that 
you believe in them? Do you think we are fools? 
Do you think for a moment that we do not 
know the true working of this raid? Do you 
mean to tell me that you do not know that the 
men who organised and engineered this raid, 
organised it for their own benefit, and that they 
had decided how they would divide the Trans- 

vaal, how each of the parties was to have cer- 
tain interest in this country, and that many of 
the reformers who were put in gaol were per- 
fectly innocent and ignorant of the schemes 
of the men who were in the inner circle ? There 
are only twelve men in that inner circle, and 
they were to share the spoils and div ide the 
Transvaal amongst themselves. They and 
their companies found the money for the raid. 
Do “ think that we are so innocent as not 
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to know that Mr. Rhodes, metaphorically 
speaking, held a pistol at the heads of certain 
men in England and said to them, ‘If you do 
not support me I will denounce you and your 
complicity in the raid *?” 


That showed that President Kruger and 
his friends firmly believed in the com- 


plicity of the Government with the raid. | 


I will not enter into that topic now ; it is 
a topic which hon. Members opposite are 


obviously extremely reluctant to discuss, , 


but if they had paid close attention to the 
evidence given before the South Africa 
Committee they would be able to say, as 
I say without hesitation, that that evi- 


dence has produced an impression upon | 


my own mind which nothing but an 
absolutely full and adequate inquiry, with 
convincing disproot of these presumptions, 
can remove, of the probable complicity of 
the Colonial Office in the raid. Noone can 
say that the gravest suspicion does not rest 
upon the Colonial Office, and it is, in my 
opinion, the moral duty of the Colonial 
Office, if in its power, to remove that sus- 
picion by further inquiry and absolutely 
convincing proof. The argument which I 
am advancing is that the whole of these 
proceedings after the raid intensified and 
deepened suspicion in the Transvaal. I 
am one of those old fashioned people who 
think that if the raid was illegal and 
infamous and dliscreditable for an indi- 
vidual, or a group of individuals, it would 
be not less infamous and discreditable if 
carried out by a nation. I believe that a 
nation and an individual are alike subject 
to the moral law, and it seems to me it is 


not an extravagant conception of the ' 


present war to hold that it is an official 
reproduction of the policy of the raid. 
We have heard a great deal about the 


Transvaal armaments, but I should like to ! 


know, has not a nation the same right as 
an individual to self-defence ? If we are 
threatened by burglars we have a right to 
defend ourselves, and if a nation is 


threatened with extinction, it also has the | 


right to organise its defences. A very 


striking letter, written by General Joubert | 


to a foreign correspondent, and published 


in December in one of the foreign papers, | 


refers to this question of armaments, and 
as, perhaps, it is the most authoritative 
statement on the subject, I should ask 
to be permitted to quote it. He writes— 

“Since the Jameson invasion, which we 
happily repulsed |in }January, 1896, our Govern- 
ment has been convinced that England, under 
the pressure of not very creditable intluences, 
would sooner or later declare against the Boers 


Mr. Channing. 
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a war of extermination. We were likewise 
“agrnee that we could parry this danger only 
considerable armaments, and while well 
aware that the war in question would he 
severely condemned by all the European 
peoples, we anticipated that none of them 
would intervene effectively because they would 
be so strongly impressed by the loud threats of 
England and by the armaments of her formid- 
able fleet, that the Great European Powers 
would not venture to protest against the in- 
satiable thirst of the Enelish for agerandise- 
ment, even if their own interests were thereby 
to sniffer. In these circumstances we had 
mainly to rely on our own strength. To arn 
ourselves unremittingly, and to hide these 
armaments from the English: such was our 
object.” 
I think in dealing with these momentous 
issues of peace and war, and life and 
death, we ought sometimes to place our- 
selves in the position occupied by our 
antagonists. That letter was only to be 
expected when the Boers had witnessed a 
long series of events pointing distinctly to 
a conspiracy to crush their independence. 
I regret my hon. and learned friend the 
Member for South Shields is not just 
now in his place. I have — great 
admiration for his brilliant ability and 
we all delight in his eloquent expression 
of the opinions he holds, but I regret to 
observe in him a disposition to enter into 
that limited and singular competition of 
some distinguished lawyers on this side 
of the House, for the questionable honour 
of acting as leading counsel for the 
Colonial Secretary. 1 envy him neither 
his case nor his defendant. I was 
somewhat surprised to hear him develop 
in this House a number of fallacies 
which I had the pleasure of exposing 
to my own satisfaction and to the satis- 
faction of others in letters to Zhe Times 
last November. I will not deal with 
that correspondence, but would illustrate, 
by one or two points, the unfairness of his 
contentions. In the first place my hon. 
and learned friend quoted a speech of 
President Kruger for the purpose of 
showing that he had no intention what- 
ever of giving the franchise. ‘The date of 
that speech was the 30th May, and the 
| final consideration of the seven years 
Franchise Act was in the last fortnight in 
July; and—as Mr. Conyngham Greene 
stated, and as the Blue Books ought to 
have made known to my hon. and learned 
friend what were the amendments 
introduced into that Act, it would have 
‘heen more reasonable to have quoted 
‘what Mr. Greene reported of President 
Kruger’s and General Joubert’s speeches 
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during those debates, which showed that 
President Kruger had the firm intention 
of giving full and complete action to it. 
My hon. and learned friend ignored all 


this, and treated franchise and naturalisa- ' 


tion as being at the pleasure of the field 
cornet ; but that again is an error, because 
the law as finally passed made it com- 
pulsory to give the franchise and natural- 
isation when two responsible citizens 
had shown by affidavit that the residence 
was sufficient and that the person 


concerned had not broken the laws of the | 


Transvaal. In other words, the conditions 
of naturalisation were pretty much the 
same as in this country. Another extra- 
ordinary theory of my hon. and learned 
friend was that there was a joint right of 
occupancy on the part of the Outlanders 
with the original Dutch—they were not 
aliens at all. It is obvious that they are 
aliens exactly as aliens anywhere else, 
except that rights to reside and trade, 
and rights to equal taxation were seeured 
to them. But my hon. and learned friend 
holds that the Convention of 1884 con- 
templated handing over the Transvaal, 
not to the Dutch population, with whom 
Mr, Gladstone was in treaty, but to the 


whole total population. That I considered | 
an insult to Mr. Gladstone’s memory. It | 


is as great an insult as the comparison of 
the financial motives of the Beits and 
Ecksteins with the resistance of Hampden 
and Pym to Ship Money, or the American 
Colonists to the stamp duty. I do 


not know whether my hon. and Jearned | 


friend remembers the history of the 


annexation of Texas to the United States. | 


out in a 
somewhat similar to what he 


That transaction was carried 
manner 


suggests, and it was condemned by all | 
the | 


men of honour and character in 
United States at the time, and remains 


one of the blackest pages in the history 


of the aggression of the slave-owning 
interest in America. 
the Member for the Cricklade Division 
has been well justified in moving 
this Amendment. I do not 
Wish to treat this question 


treated it. My remarks have not been 


party remarks, and I have tried to argue | 
With regard , 
to this Amendment, however, I think | 


the question on its merits. 


it is not altogether satisfactory, and 
I agree with much that has fallen 


from hon. and right hon. Gentlemen | 


opposite as to the illogical and un- 


{5 Fepruary 1900} 


My noble friend | 


myself | 
from a! 
party point of view, and [ have not so! 
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| Satisfactory support it has received 
from certain sections of the Liberal party. 
'IT do not wish to challenge or condemn 
| the views which other men doubtless hold 
| with sincerity, but it seems to me difficult 
to understand the position taken up by the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Ber- 
wick Division and my hon. and learned 
friend the Member for South Shields. We 
all know that these hon. Gentlemen and 
others take their opinions from Lord Rose- 
bery—perhaps that may be an offensive 
phrase—-I will say they are in generalagree- 
ment with the policy and actions of Lord 
Rosebery. I think that Lord Rosebery’s 
conception of what he calls Liberal 
Imperialism — the doctrine of unlimited 
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expansion and that England had 
« certain moral duty to take 
the whole world ynder its  eontrol— 


is a dangerous and disastrous policy for 
this country. I think that the sober and 
wise policy which prevailed throughout 
the century in the times of Sir 
Robert Peel and of Mr. Gladstone, 
and until Lord Beaconstield eame forward 
as an eloquent and almost poetic exponent 
of this gospel of annexation, was 
more worthy of support. What is the 
attitude of Lord Rosebery and his friends 
with reference to this Amendment? No 
| one has used stronger arguments to hound 
on the Government intothis warthan Lord 
Rosebery, and I cannot understand how 
that attitude is reconcilable with the sup- 
port of this Amendment. The hon. 
Member for the Berwick Division said that 
he did not wish to reverse the policy of 
the Government. But if this Amend- 
ment means anything it means the con- 
'demnation of the whole policy of the 
Government since 1895, as _ having 
led up to and brought about the pre- 
/sent disastrous and unsatisfactory war. 
[ care little about the failure, conspicuous 
enough, of the Government to make 
| proper military preparations and to con- 
| duct the war effectively—that is a matter 
| which could be remedied. Butthequestion 
of policy is the essential issue raised. 
What I wish to do with the deepest 
sense of responsibility is to touch what 
; seems to me the real kernel and core of 
this question. The charge which I have 


to make is that the policy of the 
Government in dealing with the grave 
and serious problem of mixed races in 
South Africa—a problem tenfold more 
grave and serious where jealousy, sus- 
| picion, and hatred have crept in—has 

2A2 
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failed. Where I quarrel with the Govern- 
ment is that they have totally failed to 
grasp and deal with the conditions of that 
tremendous problem. We know very well 
the forces that are at work in South Africa. 
We know what happened with regard to 
the Kimberley Diamond Mines; they 
were turned into a strict monopoly, and 
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enormous power was concentrated in the | 


hands of a small syndicate of millionaires. 
They stretched their power over the 
goldfields in the Transvaal as soon as 
they were discovered, and year by year 
the gold mining interest is more and 
more concentrated in a few hands. It 


seems to me a scandalous misuse of the | 


term to refer to the poor unfortunate 
Government of the 
oligarchy. Is a Government an oligarchy 
which is supported by every man, 
woman, and child under it 
last drop of their blood? No, Sir; 
the real oligarchies are these domi- 
nating financial svndicates who have far 
too much power not only in South 
Africa but in this country. They are a 
great and terrible danger, and the gravest 
charge which | bring against the Govern- 
ment is that they have thrown the 


weight of their influence on the side | 


of this financial oligarchy who are not 


content with an economic control but now | 


wish to grasp also the whole political 
machinery of South Africa. We can see 
the political results in the demand for the 
suppression of self-government in Cape | 
Colony, a demand which deliberately | 
plays into the hands of the conspirators 
who desire to dominate Sonth Africa in 
the interests of capital and not in the 
interests of the races concerned. 


quay): I cannot congratulate the Oppo- 
sition either on their policy or their, 
patriotism. As to their policy there can 
be no doubt that the country is heartily 
sick of the wrangle which is going on in 


this House, and is anxiously looking for- | 
ward to the time when the House will | 


proceed to more important business. As | 
the defensive forces of the Empire, and the 


to their patriotism, the ofticial Opposition 
know very well that they cannot turn out | 
the present Government even if they had | 
the will, and the only result of this | 
Amendment will be to make the enemies | 
of the country think that it is divided on 
the question of the war. In some parts | 
of the country it is the practice to set up | 
a ealf’s skin stuffed with straw in order | 


Mr. Channing. 


Transvaal as an} 


with the | 


' Satan reproving sin. 


, past 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS (Devon, Tor- ; 
| sacrifice of efficiency to expediency when- 
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IMONS! 


‘to make refractory cows give their milk. 
i The noble Lord who has moved this. 
Amendment occupies that position ; he 
| has been set up to attract votes into the 
lobby, and it would seem from some of 
the speeches that that operation 
will be suecessful. The hon. Baronet 
‘the Member for ‘the Berwick Divi- 
sion taunted the Government with having 
brought forward the excuse that they 
were wise after the event. Here is an 
extract from a speech made by one who 
was wise before the event, the Leader of 
the Opposition, on the 17th of October, in 
this House— 


“ Now, Sir, Iam glad that the Government 
are at least not falling into an error that has 
not infrequently been made by our country- 
men in the past times, and that they are 
sending out—after some delay, it is true, an 
ample foree for the purpose of effectually 
prosecuting and concluding this enterprise. 
The difficulties there are such that they will 
try to the utmost both the courage and 
endurance of the soldier and the skilled 
general. We have the most complete con- 
lidence in our men and our officers, and we 
know that these difficulties will be suecessfully 


. 


encounterea. 


Having delivered that speech, the Leader 


of the Opposition will now, I sup- 
pose, deliver a speech in — support 
of this Amendment and vote for it. 
On former oceasions the right hon. 


Gentleman has spoken in one way and 
voted in another. The Opposition are 
taunting Her Majesty’s Government. and 
their supporters with having made in- 


| sufficient preparation forthewar. A taunt 


of that kind can only be compared with 
What has been the 
policy of the Liberal party for generations 
but to eut down the defensive: 
armaments of the country, and to the 


ever they had an opportunity of doing so! 
The Government undoubtedly — made 
mistakes, but the greatest mistake they 
were ever guilty of was that they did not, 
when they came into power, come down 
to the House and tell the country the 
lamentable state in which they found 


defective condition of the artillery. It 
has been said that if you allow weeds to 
grow one year it takes seven years to 
eradicate them, and I say that for ene 
year that the last Government was in 
office it would take several years to correct 
the mischief they have done. Certain 
members of the Government — have 
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been accused of making rash speeches. | Little Englander speeches they have 
Well, the members of Her Majesty’s, made a political mistake. The hen. 
Government are not the only people Gentleman opposite who spoke last 
who make rash speeches. Many of the! seemed to find some diftticulty in pro- 
supporters of the Government have done | nouncing the word “ loyalty.” Lam not 
so, and I for one plead guilty to making surprised ; I would be very much  sur- 
arash statement, in addressing my con-, prised if I thought he had any experience 
stituents. I praised up certain members| of that sentiment, judging from his 
of the Opposition for their patriotism and | speech. 

statesmanlike support of the Government!) _ ‘ 

in their difficulties; and I was rash enough | *Mr. CHANNING: What I said was 
to name the hon. Baronet the Member for, that the colonies did not render their 
the Berwick Division amongst others. I , help merely from the sentiment of loyalty, 
know better now. I do not think that all | but spontaneously and of goodwill. 

those hon, and right hon. Gentlemen who 

have spoken in favour of supporting the’ *Caprain PHILLPOTTS: That is my 
Government will stultify themselves by case. Loyalty was the mainspring of 
going into the Opposition lobby. [ their action. | think the hon. Gentleman 
hope they will not prove that if vou gave the whole of his case away when he 
scratch a patriotic Liberal Imperialist showed the vast preparations that had 
you will only find an unpatriotic | been made by the Transvaal Government 
partisan. Some Members opposite for the present war. I think it is 
have offered to Her Majesty’s Govern- | necessary for everyone of us who has the 
ment coaditional promises of support. No, welfare of the country at heart to sup- 
doubt Her Majesty's Government will be port the Government in the arduous task 
properly grateful for that support, but I) that they have undertaken. 

hope at the same time that the Govern- | 

ment and the Whips will not rely too much Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : The Amend- 
on it, for if they do they may find that ' ment which this House has been engaged 
though the political flag of truce has been | in discussing since. Tuesday last is a some- 
hoisted, that they are exposed to a galling what peculiar one, and I have been re- 
fire. I trust they will look out, and not quested by the Ivish Nationalist Members 
be caught napping in that respect. | to explain why it is that they find them- 
It has been said that the result of selves unable to vote for it. It consists 
the war will be to accentuate the differ- of two portions. The first part proposes 
ences that exist between the Dutch and | to censure the Government for the want 
the British races in South Africa. Ido of knowledge, foresight, prudence, and 
not believe in that for one moment. The judgment in the conduct of the negotia- 
Dutch have been opposed to the British | tions in South African affairs since 1895. 
mainly because they held them in con-| Although I should have wished to 
tempt, although there were other reasons | have seen that portion of the Amend- 
also ; but after this war, whatever else may | ment so drafted as to raise a clearer 
happen, they will have learned to respect | issue as to the justice and necessity of the 
Englishmen. If the Government of this | war, still, as far as I am concerned, and 
country had not come forward to support | as far as most of my colleagues are con- 
the undoubted rights of the English in | cerned, had the Amendment been confined 
South Africa we should have lost| to that portion we would have gladly 
the support of our colonies, and led | supported it. But when we turn to the 
to the breaking up of the British | second ,portion of the Amendment, we 
Empire. The effect of this Amendment | see that while it is proposed to censure 
ean only have a bad influence on the | the Government for their want of know- 
country, and lead our enemies to believe ledge, foresight, and judgment in their 
that we are disunited. They will look at | preparation for the war now proceeding, 
what has occurred in the House, and at we are constrained to interpret the second 
the result of the division if a division portion of the Amendment into practi- 
takes place. But the heart of the cally a declaration that the Government 
country is sound, and I think that ought to have made better preparation, 
hon. Members opposite will find in| and that the war ought to be prosecuted 
the time to come when they go before | to victory. Believing as we do that the 
their constituents that in making these | war is unjust—one of the cruellest and 
Fifth Day. 
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most unjust ever undertaken in history— | 
believing, as we do, that it is an unpro- | 
voked war, and « war of aggression, we 
find it impossible to support the Amend- 
ment. I think the overwhelming majority 
of our Irish people regard this war as 
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| given. 


unjust, and entirely unnecessary, and we | 
are convinced on the evidence, and on the | 


merits, that this war has.been the work of 


uw ring of unscrupulous capitalists, that | 


the reasons and pretexts which have been 
put forward to justify it have in truth 
nothing whatever to do with the cause of 
it, and that the inmost purpose of this 
narrow ring of capitalists is to rob a 
people against whom this country has no 
just right of complaint, and to rob them 
because in their territory, 
them, there has been discovered the richest 
goldfield in the world. Holding that 
belief firmly it would be impossible for the 
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forward answer has been given to the 
question often propounded in this House 
and the country—“ What are we fight- 
ing for?” Different answers have hots 
I will only quote one, because it 
appears to me one of the true 
causes, as well as a sinister statement. 
Speaking in London on the 18th Decem- 
ber the First Lord of the Admiralty used 
this language— 


“The appeal comes to us from the Cape, 
sweep back the invader; let it be known 


throughout South Africa that it is the British 
| race which is the predominant race, and intends 
| to remain the predominant race 


unhappily for | 


representatives of Ireland with any show | 


of honesty to vote for an 
which seems to 
for not making 


greater preparations to 


Amendment | 
blame the Government | 


carry on the war to its iniquitous and | 


cruel termination. I might almost con- 
clude without further explanation, but 
there are two points which have not been 
much alluded to in the course of the 
debate to which I desire briefly to refer. 
Last autumn and spring the chief ex- 


planation put forward as a justification of | 


the war were the grievances of the Uit- 
landers. 
these grievances. They have vanished 
into the background. [ remember 
ing the Colonial Secretary declaring that 
this country was fighting to set free from 
their grievances not only the British 
(itlanders, 
nationality of Europe. 
(rovernment to say 
not the fact that in the army of the 
Transvaal and Free State Republics, there 
are not twice as many Uitlanders 
as on the British side. [An Hon, MEm- 


BER: Four times as many.}] Yes, per- 
haps, four times as many. It is no 
wonder that the grievances of the 


Vitlanders have disappeared from the 
case of the Government when they find 


[Hon. Mempers: Hear, hear!| I am 
glad the First Lord of the Admiralty 
stated that in an unguarded moment. 
Yes, that sentiment is cheered, and that is 
what you call liberty and equal rights for 
all. We know from long and _ bitter 
experience what that means. Predomi- 
nant race! that is what you are fighting 
for—to put the Dutch under your feet in 
South Africa; but allow me to tell you 
you will never succeed. It is an infamous 
object ; the conscience of humanity will 
be against you in this struggle, and 
although for a time you may beat down 
these people by overwhelming numbers, 


| you are but creating for yourselves, as a 


But we hear very little now of | 


hear- | 


but the Uitlanders of every | 
[ challenge the | 
to-lay whether it is, 


fighting | 


result of this war, far away in the 
Southern Seas, 7,000 miles from your 
shores, another Ireland, which will be 
infinitely more difficult to hold down than 
the Ireland which is so close. Now, I 
desire to say a few words on a subject 
on which I feel very keenly, namely, the 
attacks that have been made on Sir W. 
Butler. This subject is closely concerned 
with the principles on which the Amend- 
ment is based, and I shall honestly 
endeavour to approach the consideration 
of it from the point of view, not of an 
Irishman, but of a member of the 
House of Commons, who desires to see 
fair play done to everybody. Now 
what is the exact state of the case 
in regard to Sir W. Butler? He, a 


distinguished soldier of the Queen, was in 


that there are Scandinavians, French, and | 
' Government, and it is idle to tell me that 


German Uitlanders spilling their blood in 
defence of the country, to which the 
British Government, we were told, 
going to give freedom. I have not the 


was | 


least intention of going into details on | 
these matters, but I emphasise the fact , cially if there be truth, as I believe there 
that, up to this hour, no honest, straight- | | is truth, in the statement that his resigna- 


Mr. Dillon, 


military command in South Africa when 
war became imminent. His resignation 
from that command was accepted by the 


the acceptance of the resignation of a 
commanding officer in a distant country, 
on the eve of war, is not a very serious 
matter for that officer, all the more espe- 
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tion Was in consequence of communica- 


tions, more or less in the nature of a, 


censure, which reached him from the 
Colonial Office or from the War Oftice 
—but from the Colonial Oftice, I think. 
When a question was put the other day 


to the Secretary of State for War why it | 


was, when Sir W. Butler had been made 
the object of an unheard-of torrent of 
abuse and vituperation, that he had not 
defended his subordinate —we should all 


remember, and British officers opposite | 


should remember, that the position of a 
soldier is particularly cruel, because his 


mouth is shut by the rules of the Service ; | 


and it is the bounden duty of his political 


superiors to defend his character when . 


attacked, or, if they cannot defend it, to 
retire him—-what was the answer of the 
Secretary of State for War ? 


“All IT ean say is that if the head of a 
department which, as the noble Lord knows 
himself, is somewhat hard-worked, even in 
ordinary times, were to take upon himself in a 


time like that through which we have been | 
passing, to reply to every attack in the press | 


on himself, or on his subordinates, he would 
not have much leisure left for the legitimate 
work of his oftice.” 


I say that was a mean and evasive 
answer. 
down to an ordinary criticism of sub- 
ordinates who are not resigning their 
position—to the ordinary kind of criticism 
to which we are all subject in the press 
of the country. Is that a fair answer in 
regard to a soldier placed in the peculiar 
circumstances in which Sir W. Butler was 


situated, and who, when he resigned, was | 
subjected to a tempest of outrage abso- | 


lutely unparalleled in my memory ? What 
were the charges made against him’? He 


was said to he superseded because he | 


had betrayed his duty as a soldier, and 
allowed his political opinions to overcome 
his sense of duty tothe Queen and to the 
Army; that he had not sent to the Govern- 
ment proper information as to the con- 
dition of affairs in South Africa and the 
resources of the enemy ; and furthermore, 
that he had used his position in South 
Africa to block and obstruct the defences 
of the frontier of the colony. Now we 
have had a statement from the Under 
Secretary for War in this House that 


{5 FEBRUARY 1900} 


His Lordship levelled the case | 
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| believed it to be quite true, and that not 
a single word had been uttered by the 
Government that they had any cause to 
complain of Sir W. Butler in regard to 
the defences of the colony. Is it the 
way in which a soldier should be treated 
by his superiors, to be left unshel- 


| tered against the outrages hurled 
‘against him for three or _ four 


‘months, and no justification given by 
his superiors, until that justification is 
dragged out unwillingly in the House of 
Lords ? And then we see the noble Lord 
the Secretary of State for War comparing 
the case of the resignation of Sir W. 
Butler to that of any subordinate, or even 
to the Marquess of Lansdowne, who if he 
had resigned would not have had _ his 
mouth shut, though a Member of the 
Cabinet, but would have been released 
from his oath of secresy, when he could 
come down to the House of Lords to give 
his explanation. Further, there is a 
matter which requires very careful con- 
sideration and investigation. We were 
told by the First Lord of the Treasury 
that the sole cause of the acceptance of 
Sir W. Butler's resignation was a differ- 
ence of opinion with Sir Alfred Milner in 
regard to politics. It may be said, 
“ What business had Sir W. Butler, who 
| is a soldier, to interfere in politics? He 
ought to have left politics alone.” But 
we know perfectly well that owing to the 
peculiarity of his position in the Cape, he 
was transferred from the position of a 
simple soldier to that of High Commis- 
sioner, and it became his duty then to 
send home political despatches. What 
was done with these despatches? The 
| history of the treatment of these de- 
| spatches is one of the most infamous 
things connected with the whole of these 
| transactions. While voluminous quota- 
‘tions from the Cape Times, occupying 
| whole pages of the Blue-hooks, were sent 
| home by Sir A. Milner in support of the 
jalleged conspiracy against England, Sir 
_W. Butler was denied a hearing for his 
| despatches, which are still suppressed, with 
the exception of one, giving his opinion of 
' theoperations of the South African League. 
That is to say, the hell-hounds of the 
South African League were set against Sir 


|W. Butler, while his arguments were 


there is not a shadow of a shade, not a; completely suppressed, and his mouth 
shred of justification for all this storm of 
Vituperation and insult, for we are told 
that the Government had all the informa- | 
tion they desired to guide them, that they 


‘shut. There are one or two questions 
‘which ought to be asked, which have 
not been pressed by Irish Members, but 
by certain of the newspaper press, al- 
Fifth Day. 











659 Address in Answer to 


though I notice these have become pretty 
silent since Parliament met. 


{COMMONS} 


! 
| 
| 
} 


I think, | 
however, that we are justified in pressing | 


} 


for some further details as to the plans of | 


defence which Sir W. Butler laid before 
the Government before he gave up mili- 
tary employment in South Africa. 
Secretary of State for War said in the 
House of Lords— 


“ There were despatches, no doubt, contain- 

ing plans of defence for the Colonies—plans of 
considerable minuteness—ana for that very 
reason [ object to presenting to Parliament 
Papers containing very confidential matter, and 
which, moreover, it is not usual to present to 
Parliament.” 
If that is so, the whole press of the 
country ought not to have been allowed 
unchecked and wunreproved by the 
Government to charge this soldier with 
hetraying his country by his arrange- 
ments for the defence of the Colonies. It 
has been asserted, and it is believed by 
many people, that one of the recommen- 
dations of Sir W. Butler was that, in the 
case of war, no attempt should be made to 
garrison the colony of Natal north of the 
Tugela river. We are entitled to know 
whether that is true or not. 


THE 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): No such thing. It is not true. 


Mr. DILLON: One of the causes of 
the “entanglement” at Ladysmith, which 
tne First Lord of the Treasury says was 


The 


FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- , 


the source and root of all the disasters to | 


the British, was the reckless promise 
given on the 25th May, 1899, by Sir 
Alfred Milner to the Government of 
Natal. When the Governor of Natal 
spoke to the Prime Minister, and asked 
him to pledge himself to a policy of war, 
the Prime Minister said he was afraid to 
do so, because it would militate against 
the interests of Natal if the British 


Government withdrew after all. Then Sir 


A. Milner wired— 


* You can tell Minister that it is out of the 
question that any invasion of Natal should be 
tolerated hy Her Majesty’s Government. Such 
an event is highly improbable, I think, but 
Natal would be defended with the whole force 
of the Empire.” 


And that promise was endorsed by 
a special telegram from the Colonial 
Secretary. 
was given for the purpose of con- 
ciliating the military authorities after- 
Mr, Dillon. 


That most reckless promise | 


‘the Boers. 
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wards. Is it not time for Ministers to 
cease saying that there has been no inter- 
ference between the military and political 
authorities? That promise was given for 
the purpose of obtaining from Natal the 
support of the war policy, which up to 
that time the Government of Natal had 
refused to give. They were in favour of 
peace. On that reckless promise the 
Government of Natal declared for the war 
policy. That promise has not been kept, 
and could not be kept. It was given for 
an evil purpose, but in the attempt to 
keep it all the disasters which have over- 
taken the British Army have been brought 
about. That was the first of these move- 
ments which appear to me to have been 
been made in pursuit of the same evil 
policy. The second of the movements 
was made on 22nd September last. To 
the astonishment of all South Africa a 
large body of troops moved out to Glencoe, 
in the teeth of the advice of the most 
skilled military advisers of the Ministry, 
and with this result, that on the day after 
these troops were moved commandeering 
was commenced in the Transvaal. On 
the 22nd September the Governor of Natal, 
Sir W. Hely - Hutchinson, telegraphed 
to Sir Alfred Milner that according to 
the best information he had received the 
Boers would not invade Natal or declare 
war unless the troops were moved to 


/Glencoe ; but if troops were moved to 


Glencoe the Boers would accept the 
challenge. On the evening of the 25rd 


message came from the Colonial 
Secretary giving the text of the dispatch 
of September 22nd, and in the teeth 
of his own opinion given on that 
very day, and on the advice of our 
representative in Natal, on ‘that 
very day they accepted the  des- 
patch of September 22nd as a 
declaration on the part of the Home 
Government that war was certain. And 
The Times correspondent on that day 
declared that “the movement of troops 


to Glencoe gave to the war party mn 


Pretoria the exeuse they were looking for 
and decided the balance in favour of war.” 
Well, there may have been a war party in 
Pretoria ; but from all my reading of this 
transaction [ am convinced that neither 
President Kruger nor his advisers belonged 
to the war party. I am certain that there 
was a war party nearer home. That 
movement of troops was intended by those 
who pulled the strings to force the hands of 
If there were any doubt as to 
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the existence of this war party in Pretoria 
[ would just quote from a private con- 
versation 
Conyngham Greene— 

“When we parted he (Mr. Greene) enter- 
tained a strong hope that a settlement would 
be arrived at on the proposed basis, and strict 


secrecy Was alone necessary, as the party would | 
be against a settlement if they came to hear 


of it.” 


And they did come to hear of it. That 
conversation took place a fortnight before 
the troops were moved to Glencoe, and 
they immediately took steps to frustrate 
a possible settlement. If it had not been 
for the pesition of Sir William Butler [| 
would not enter into this question at such 
length. This isa shameful war and the con- 
science of all civilised mankind is against it ; 
and although it is considered on that 
Bench to be fashionable to speak with 
contempt of the opinion of Europe, they 
will find in the long run that it is an ex- 
pensive position to occupy. They will 
find when the opinion of Europe is unani- 
mous in a matter of this kind the issue 
may be serious. Already England has 
suffered defeats and disasters greater than 
any in her history since the revolt of the 
American colonies. The military prestige 
of England is irretrievably ruined. 


(2 Fesruary 1900} 


{Laughter.] You langh at that sentiment. | 
You laugh at the opinion of military | 


experts ; but I say it will take you two 
yenerations to recover your military pres- 
tige. When I heard the Colonial Secretary 
describe the military preparations, and 


that you were putting 200,000 men into | 


the tield to conquer what you put at 
the outside as 50,000 farmers, I think it 
is a pretty condition of things that you 
have brought England to, for you are 


publishing to the world that it takes four | 


Englishmen to meet one Boer. The inter- 
national position of England is worse and 
lover than it has been at any time 


throughout the century. You watch now | 
/any human sympathy can deny some 
calmly absorbs Persia, a state of things | 
which last year would have been re- | 


without a word of protest while Russia 


garded as a national crisis. Suppose 
after enormous sacrifices you bring | 
this war to a_ successful issue— | 


and I have no doubt it will be possible 


_ presently. 


for you to do so—suppose you break | 


‘down the resistance of this small people, 
where will you be then ? You will have to 
maintain anenormousarmy inthat country 
for a long period. The Colonial Secre- 


| 


;more highly than life itself. 
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and love, and mutual respect ; but in the 


the (Queen's Speech, 


/Meantime we are realising, by the many 
between Mr. Smutz and Mr. ' 


desolate homes in England, that it 1s 
going to be avery expensive luxury. You 
are trying to trample these people down 
and to deprive them of that liberty which 
they have won through two generations 
of blood and tears, and which they.prize 
I would 
remind you of examples in the history of 
the world where small peoples have 
brought great empires into difficulties 
which have influenced the whole tide of 
their future, and animated by some lofty 
impulse, it has served to inspire them, 


_and the generations which have come after 


them ; and I tell you now, as I believe it 
firmly, that it is beyond the power of 
this great and mighty Empire to deprive 
these people of their liberty, because by 
the splendid stand they have made they 
haveasserted a claim toliberty and freedom 
which no amount of brute strength will 
ever crush. You may trample them 
down by vou innumerable hosts ; but 
the conscience of mankind will be against 
you. These people will rise and rise 
again, and my conviction is that even if 
you conquer the Transvaal the ultimate 
result will be the loss of South Africa to 
England. 


*Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
No one who heard the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary this evening could 
have helped admiring its force, its ability, 
and its effectiveness. Never, I think, has 
he addressed this House with such energy ; 
never has he displayed such debating 
power. And it is no wonder, Mr. 
Speaker, that he sheuld he moved to a 
great effort on this oecasion. He had to 
vindicate the nation ; he had to vindicate 
the Government; and, above all, he had 
to vindicate himself. He. expressed in 
eloquent terms the sense of responsibility 
that is upon him, and no one who has 


fellow-feeling in reflecting what a burden 
now lies upon the Colonial Secretary. 
Be it for glory or for condemnation this 
is his war. It may be, as he says, that it 
was inevitable. 1 shall deal with that 
I do not believe it. Putting 
aside the statement and looking upon this 
as a matter of statesmanship, which might 
be dealt with as any other question 
arising in the course of our history, I ask 
hon. Members to consider candidly for 


tary says this war will produce peace, | themselves whether, in their own minds, 
\ 


Fifth Day. 
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they do not confess that if any other| by other 
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{COMMONS} 


member of the Cabinet than the right | 


hon. Gentleman had been at the Colonial 
Office, there would have been no war. 
We had a Conservative Ministry in 


power from 1885 to 1892, with the ex- | 
| recognise the necessity of either being 


ception of a few months in 1886, and the 
Colonial Minister of those y 
tained peace in South Africa. 

no peril of war pending then. 
have 
Secretary’s part not to accept the in- 
evitable ; but he at all events staved off 
the evil hour which the present occupier 


There was 
It may 


‘ars main- | 


been a mistake on the then Colonial | 


of the Colonial Oftice has chosen to accept. | 
you are endeavouring to be his superior, 


Iam not saying it is his fault, or that 
history will record it to his condemnation. 
But the responsibility for good or evil—for 
the present war, rests upon himself. 


The | 


right hon. Gentleman takes comfort in the | 


reflection that at the present time he is 
supported by the mass of the nation. I 
do not question the accuracy of that 
statement. Most sorrowfully I admit 
it to be true. But is that any final 
criterion of judgment? Lord North 
was supported by the mass of the 
nation, but what do we think of Lord 
North now ? 
time the Crimean War was also supported 
by the mass of the nation. Prominent 
members of Parliament who opposed that 
war lost their seats in consequence, and 
were exposed not infrequently to personal 
insult. I believe Mr. Bright’s effigy was 
burned in Lancashire for his opposition 
to the national will, and yet the present 
Prime Minister has told us that the 
nation then put its money on the wrong 
horse. That the nation supports the 
Governmentat this moment may beagreat 
comfort tothe Colonial Secretary, but the 
fact offers no abiding security. That 


To come down to our own ; 
‘the Transvaal in 


glory may pass away as many similar | 
glories have passed away, and the states- | 
| party came into office in the spring of 


man who is idolised by his generation 


may be regarded by subsequent genera-_ 


tions as a man who made a colossal 
mistake and exposed his country to a 
colossal misfortune. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the war was an in- 
evitable war, and he seemed to hint that 
some of his predecessors had been weak 
in attempting to postpone the calamity. 
Boer and Briton exist side by side in 
South Africa. In no other way than by 


' of this wrong they had suffered. 
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Ministers. The Colonial 
Secretary said they had failed, as they 
were sure to fail. This necessity of a 
contest, of a bloody contest of war, arose 
as the ‘only way of solving the question 
which should be supreme. I do not 


supreme. Then, it is said, the policy of 
magnanimity failed. Magnanimity! The 
very word betrays an underlying fault. 
The Boer, I am told by those w ho know 
him best, teaches us this lesson. Treat 


‘him as a friend and an equal, and he 
| will be staunch and true to you in all the 


relations of life. But let him suspect that 
let the knowledge of your intended 
mastery be made manifest in your action 
and you will find him not the friend you 
might have made him, nor the servant 
or inferior you wished him to be. That 
is the case here. But as to this policy of 
magnanimity, Mr. Speaker. Let us clear 
our minds of cant. Hon. Members think 
it is our noble action after Majuba. 
[“Gladstone!”] Oh, I am not going 
to let Mr. Gladstone, any mor, 
than the Colonial Secretary, alonee 
We took away self government from 
1877. The Transvaal 
remonstrated, and their wrongs were 
taken up in England by the Liberal party. 
Mr. Gladstone went down to Midlothian 
and denounced the occupation of the 
Transvaal. He said in words which must 
be weighed to be realised and understood, 
that “if the Transvaal was as valuable as 


it was valueless he would have nothing to 
ido with I could not, if I would, 


war could the difficulty be solved which | 


should be uppermost. Other 

have been tried, no doubt, from time to 

time; other policies have been adopted | 
Mr. Courtney. 


suggestions | 


search all the speeches of the Colonial 
Secretary, but I suspect that those who 
take the trouble will find that in the 
speeches, before 1880, he denounced in 
the same way the seizure of the Trans- 
vaal. What happened ? The Liberal 


1880, and the Boers looked for the redress 
They 
got no redress, and in December the Boers 
rose inarms. Then it was that this policy 
of magnanimity prevailed and the Trans- 
vaal was restored. What is the magnani- 
mity of restoring that which has been 
stolen, which was not restored on grounds 
of justice, but only after we get a knock on 
the head? There is no magnanimity in 
it. The Colonial Secretary ‘said that the 
policy of magnanimity had failed. If 
there was no magnanimity in it the 
policy of magnanimity could not have 
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failed. 


{5 FEBruARY 1900} the Queen’s Speech. 666 
But even in the end when! Colony, and Natal, as well as to the 
the Government did make restitution | Boers in the Transvaal. I say that the 
they did not restore exactly what | whole history of the movement is foreign 
they took away. They put qualifications to the suggestion that there was any 
in the restitution which the Boers at the | diversity of races such as to make it 
time protested against, and said they | inevitable that a war between the two 
would never sit down quietly under ; | peoples should ensue. Look at the facts 
and they attempted from that time down- | upon which he relies to prove his theory. 
wards to recover the position they | The Colonial Secretary has cited the 
held before the seizure of the Trans-| incursion of the Boers from the north 





yaal, and to be put back in the’ 
| Warren. 
Incomplete and tardy, as it was, the | 
policy which was carried out in the resti- | 
Cape Colony and Natal or on the part of 


same position as the Orange Free State. 


tution of the Transvaal had not failed. 
On the one side there had been resent- 


ment, and on the other side presumption. | 


These feelings survived amongst some in 
South Africa, 
shared by responsible men in authority. 


One of the last declarations made by | 


Mr. Kruger last summer with reference 
to this act of Mr. Gladstone in re- 


storing the Transvaal was a recognition | 
of the admirable, statesmanlike, Christian 
which was 


spirit [ironical laughter} 
shown in restoring the Transvaal, when 
the English Government had it in its 
power to withhold it by force of arms. 
[ noticed that an hon. Member laughed 
when I suggested that Paul Kruger had 
spoken of this restitution as an illustra- 
tion of Christian spirit. 


hypocrite. [‘ No, No!”} 


“Captain. PHILLPOTTS: I laughed | 


because I thought it was very ridiculous 
tosuppose that Mr. Kruger ever imagined 
that the Transvaal was given back from 
any Christian motive. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: It is not worth 


while pursuing the discussion on that | 
point ; but what can be ridiculous in sup- | 
posing that an act of Mr. Gladstone was |, 


animated by Christian spirit? Well, I 
was saying when this diversion took 


place that the restitution of the Trans- | 


vaal did not fail; because for years the 
Transvaal went on without causing us 


any real disturbance ; and as far as these 
again opportunities of peace incompatible 
‘with the notion of a war, which might be: 


vital elements of conflict upon which the 
Colonial Secretary dwelt are concerned, 


he it observed they are not confined to | 


but they were never | 


Is it the feeling | 
that Paul Kruger is nothing but a canting 


which had to be repelled by Sir Charles 
But did the action on the part 
of the British Government excite any 
resentment on the part of the Dutch in 


the Free State ? 


Mr. J. 
tainly. 


CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, cer- 


*Mr. COURTNEY: I should like to 


see the evidence of it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: As _ the 
right hon. Gentleman appeals to me, I 
am obliged to inform him as to the his- 
torical fact. It is the fact that there was 
a serious agitation in the colony, and Sir 


' John Brand, who was at that time Presi- 


dent of the Orange Free State, informed 
Her Majesty’s Government that, if the 
operations proceeded, there would be the 
greatest difficuity in restraining the 
Orange Free State. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: Sir John Brand 
was President of the Free State, and that 
is why he acted in the way he did, and 
showed that there was no irreconcilable 


feud. Well, now, I pass to the next 
point. The right hon. Gentleman has 


, quoted the question of the drifts as 


another evidence of that irreconcilable 
feud. But in that question the Dutch 
Ministry at the Cape was on the English 
side ; and so was the Free State. They 
were both on our side, and the influence 
of both brought about a peaceful settle- 
ment of that dispute. I do not want to 
go through the painful history in detail, 
but who can deny that at all events the 
recent negotiations presented again and 


postponed, but could not be averted. 





the inhabitants of the Transvaal State. | Throughout the summer the Cape Minis- 
They are between the Boers and the try, Mr. Steyn, Mr. Fischer, and Mr. 
British, and not the Boers of the South | Hofmeyr did their best to maintain prace, 
African Republic alone. They extend | and I will go further and assert that Paul 
to the Boers in the Free State, Cape Kruger himself did his best to maintain 
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peace. 
South Shields, in that ingenious speech the 
other day, argued that President Kruger 
could not have meant to make any conces- 
sion, because he had told his provincial 
burghers that he would not give up the 
control of the State to foreigners. 
effect of the changes which statesmen 


inaugurated were to be judged by their | 


statements to some of their supporters 
before the changes were made, what was 


to be said of Mr. Disraeli and the Fran- | 
chise Act of 18677 Before his Bill had , 


made any progress Mr. Disraeli and the 
late last Lord Derby made declarations 
exactly similar in spirit to that quoted 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
South Shields. But Mr. Disraeli and 


Lord Derby were statesmen whose action | 


was shaped and moulded in relation to 
the forces with which they had to deal, 


and, before they had gone far, they had so | 


far departed from their original statements 
that Lord Salisbury seceded from the 


Government and moved entirely away. | 
Paul Kruger is a statesman, and whatever | 


he may have said beforehand, he found 
himself constrained to agree to a seven 
years franchise, and the Act was passed 
and is now the Law. <And_ when 
we are told that this war was inevitable, 
1 ask how the Colonial Secretary can re- 
concile it with the Act that was passed in 
which he himself saw a basis for further 
action, and in reference to which he pro- 
posed a commission of inauiry. The 
tailure of that Act as a settlement cannot 
be charged against Paul Kruger, and 
cannot be charged against the Transvaal 
Government, but is due to the abrupt ter- 


mination of the negotiations by the Colonial | 
And again, in respect to the | 


Secretary. 
five years, what is the mystery of the 


acceptance which was no acceptance ? The | 
hon. Member for East Mayo has spoken of | 


« sinister influence being at work to pre- 


vent the negotiations begun being success- , 


fully carried through. However that may 
be, I do remember that when the negotia- 
tions broke down, and the opportunity 
for peace was lost, Zhe Times newspaper 


rejoiced that the peril of peace had passed | 
away. That was the view of the organ | 
which on this subject represents public | 


opinion. I donot deny it. That was the 
avowed opinion of Zhe Times. (‘* No.” 
There is no use denying it; the file of 
the paper is in the library. So far from 
accepting the theory of the Colonial 
Secretary that there is a feud which 
Mr. Courtney. 


{COMMONS} 


The hon. and learned Member for } 
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cannot be reconciled, that there is a 
struggle between the two races which 
was bound to end in war, I say that war 
has been precipitated through the mis- 
carriage of diplomacy in the Colonial 
Office. Itis upon that that the fatal issue 
of war has arisen. Those who have come 
to that conclusion are hound to proclaim 
this truth. Though they may be in a 
minority in the House and in the country, 
this proves nothing as to what the opinion 
of the future will be. And whether in a 
minority large or small, those who have 
this conviction deep within their hearts as 
to the origin of the war—who recognise 
the awful destruction of life and property, 
international peace, and the terrible future 
that is before them in South Africa— 
cannot remain silent  wnder that 
conviction, It is our bounden duty 
to endeavour to convert the country 
to our view of the war. In one 
thing I do agree with the Colonial 
Secretary, who said-—and I think that it 
was very significant—that he believed the 
majority of the Liberal Members opposite 
held this war to }e unnecessary and, 
therefore, unjust. | agree with the 
Colonial Secretary in thinking that that 
is the view of the majority of the 
Liberal Members ; and I believe, when the 
time comes for testing the question, it will 
be found that the majority of the electors 
also hold that view. Holding this opinion 
[ am not enamoured of the present 
Amendment. I think the Liberal party 
have not done themselves any good in the 
course which they have taken in adopting 
it. They have weakened their own posi- 
tion in order to co-operate with a minority 
holding views absolutely opposed to their 
own. We have the hon. Member for the 
Berwick Division holding that the war 
was most necessary, when the majority of 
the Liberal party held the view that the 
war was unnecessary and unjust. Yet 
they have joined together, with the result 
‘that the majority are really held back by 
a minority. But it may be said that 
this is a domestic matter, and I admit that 
it might be said that these criticisms of 
mine should be resented as impertinent. 
3ut it is the view which I hold, and 
it touches upon the vital question to 
which I have devoted myself—the car- 
dinal proposition that the war is 
unnecessary. By speeches in _ the 
House and out of it, and by writings, 
‘we should try to bring home to 
the people the conviction, which I am sure 
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in the long run will prevail, that this | 


war is an umnecessary calamity. It is 
bad enough to have to realise the evil as 


it is, but what is that which is going to | 


follow? We are in a dreadful position— 
a position which the Prime Minister 
spoke of as one of humiliation. We have 
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d } 


to political affairs in South Africa, 
| either directly or indirectly. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: I have not the 


‘least hesitation in accepting that state- 


the spectacle of Britain’s military arm | 


being used not only for an unnecessary 
and therefore also, as the Colonial Secre- 
tary would say, an unjust war, but being 


nsed to such little effect that the reputa- , 


tion, force, and value of the military 
is, for a time at least, 
“The nm,” the Colonial’ Secretary said. 

‘you are in favour of stopping the war 
at once.” Tam in favour of seizing the 
first opportunity of stopping the war upon 
a secure basis, but I recognise what the 
Colonial Secretary apparently refused to 
recognise, that there are many elements 


arm | 
diminished. | 


} 


: 4 | 
inthe bringing about of war. Although 
[ think this war is umecessary, although 


I think the responsibility is upon my right 
hon. friend, and that it is to be attributed 
to his diplomacy, not even that diplomacy 
could have brought it about without some 
contributory 


elements on the other side. | 


The position of the enemy in our colony | 
° . . . { 
is, of course, one which must be repelled ; 


but let this be done and then the first 
care of those who are convinced that the 
war is unnecessary must be directed in 
action, as it is now in thought to the 
methods by 
established. I do not accuse the Govern- 
ment or the Colonial 
of having brought about 
for the love of war. Far from it 
great reason for the military mess into 


which we have got is that they never 
expected war. They thought a mere 
show of force would be — sufficient. | 


They were betrayed into the mistake 
because the Colonial Secretary especially 
had taken as his authority—Sir Alfred | 
Milner had helped to confirm him—the | 
opinions of Mr. Rhodes as the man best 
acquainted with the conditions of life in 


South Africa. Mr. Rhodes’s want. of | 
knowledge of South Afriea is strange 


after so many years of residence there. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
ment which my right hon. 
has been made 


friend makes | 
again and again and has | 


The state- | 


' Milner, 
‘in South 
| out, 


which peace could be re- | 


| defeat. 


| 


/ come, by the theory of equal rights. 
' can 


| authority, 
Secretary | 
this war! 


The | 


ment. It does not affect what I say. I 
do not say that he had an interview with 
Mr. Rhodes and got his instructions from 
him. I never dreamt that. Iwas saying 
that Mr. Rhodes, with all his knowledge 
of South Africa, showed his intense ignor- 
ance of the character and the tenacity of 
the Boer in that raid which he started. 
Mr. Rhodes has again, in the course of 
this vear, shown his intense ignorance of 
the character of the people amongst whom 
he had dwelt by saying in the Cape 
Parliament that Mr. Kruger would climb 
down, that he would not fight, and that 
the Republic would be soon a thing of the 
past. And, if | am not misinformed, Mr. 
Rhodes showed his ignorance of Boer 
character and action by being at Kim- 
berley at this moment ; for he did not go 
there to show how a millionaire could stand 
the siege, but on his way to Bulawayo, 
which he thought he would reach without 
interruption. Now what I am suggesting 
is that my right hon. friend, studying as 
he must, with the assistance of Sir Alfred 
the probabilities of the war 
Africa which has broken 
was misled by such public utter- 
He is misled in the same way 
He believes, fortified by the same 
that if the Boers are once 
beaten they will live afterwards in the 
most quiet and friendly fashion with 
those who have beaten them. Mr. Rhodes 
has made another public utterance that 
the Boers would sit down quietly after 
This last opinion is, however, 
not what may be called the opinion of 
the English party in South Africa. They 
have shown by their articles in the news- 
| papers and in the letters and telegrams 
sent home, and by correspondence in the 
papers that they do not believe in the idea 
of working out the redemption of South 
Africa, at all events for a long time to 
You 
do either one thing or another. 
You may govern the Republics as Crown 
Colonies, or you may disfranchise the 
; majority of the Dutch, or you may try to 
| jerrymander the electoral divisions, some- 
how or other the end must be secured 80 


ances. 
now. 


been again and again contradicted. Since | | that the British section shall have political 
the time of the saa I have had no com- | predominance over the Boers. 
Rhodes in reference | 


munication with Mr. 


They tell 
you that unless that is done there ean be 
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no peace. 
can be ‘solved on the simple theory of 
equal political rights, because, as the 
Natal newspaper says, short of exter- 


mination you will never be able to alter. 


the fact—for a long time to come, if 
ever—that the Dutch are more numerous 
than the English inhabitants of South 
Africa. Then you are landed in this 
proposition, and this is the threatened 
future which may well stimulate those 
who hold the belief that I do as to 
the unnecessary character of this war. 
If you attain military success, which you 
may doubtless do if you are not inter- 
rupted, and spend all your labour in the 
effort, the end of it all will be the govern- 
ment of South Africa by an English 
garrison. We know by bitter experience 
what that means. We know what it has 
been in Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON: Why did you oppose 
Home Rule ¢ 
*Mr. COURTNEY : For 


nearly a 


century we have been trying to undo the | 


evil system of governing Ireland throug 

an English garrison. We know what it 

was in Canada. In Canada it has been 

given up, entirely abandoned, and peace | 
is established. The attempt to govern | 
South Africa through an English garrison | 
will mean endless trouble and endless | 
evil, and the consummation of the wrong 

of the war will be complete if it precipi- | 
tates the establishment of such a system, 

from which I, at all events, recoil. 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire N.R., 
Whitby) : I wonder, Sir, if the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down is quite 
satisfied with the cheers which greeted 
him on rising. He said perfectly truly 
that popular opinion in England was on 
the side of the Ministry, and from 
historical precedents he seemed to imply 
that the opinion of posterity would be on | 
his side. I venture to doubt whether the | 
opinion of posterity is more accurately re- | 
tlectedin the voices of those whocheered his | 
speech than it is in view of the mass of the | 
people of England. The right hon. Gentle- | 
man is the champion of lost causes and 
unpopular policies, but though _ his 
advocacy of President Kruger is able, 
eloquent, and courageous, | doubt very | 
much whether it is an omen of the ulti- 
mate success of the cause he supports. | 
He has compared this conflict with that , 


Mr, Courtney. 


‘COMMONS! 


which we undertook against our American 


It is idle to think the problem | 
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Colonies. But the two wars were totally 
different. At that time, England went to 
war to compel the American Colonies to 
submit to a state which, in the words of 
Lord Chatham, would have been a state 
of servitude. We are now engaged ina 
war to release our fellow-subjects froma 
state of servitude. He further said that the 
policy of restitution had not failed, but in 


an earlier part of his 'speech he said with 


perfect truth that since that policy of 
restitution—he did not use the words, but 


‘since 1884—we had never ceased to 
have trouble in South Africa. These 
troubles were undoubtedly due to 


the policy of restitution which we adopted 
in 1881. Everybody who has followed 
the course of this debate will see that all 
that has been said resolves itself into two 
charges against the Government. One 
charge is that they made a war which 
might have been avoided, and the other 
is that they did not sufficiently prepare 
against the chance and possibility of war. 
As to the first of those charges, I think 
the discussion absolutely barren and fruit- 
less, because no matter how much we may 
debate it it will always remain a matter 
which cannot be settled by argument. It 


‘is purely a matter of opiniou, and by this 


time each man has formed his opinion, 
and is not likely to change it. We have 
to recognise that it is now our duty to 
deal with things as they are and not with 
things as they might or might not have 
been. As to the war being inevitable, I 
do not suppose that anyone would say 
that either President Kruger or the 
Colonial Secretary, in his most bellicose 
mood, would look upon war except as a 
means to an end, and would not if he 
could gladly secure that end without 
resorting to the force of arms. Two 
facts arise unmistakeably out of the mass 
of argument and assertion which has this 
matter for its subject-ground, the first 
being that the Bloemfontein Conference 
was hailed with acclaim by all parties, and 
the second that at that Conference the 
negotiations were set on foot which 
ultimately resulted in war. From those 
two facts we draw three conclusions. 
The first is that the differences 
between the British and the Boer 
Governments had arrived at so critical a 
stage that it was the general opinion that 


' some extraordinary means of dealing with 


them should be devised. The second is 
that everybody hoped and many expected 
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that by this means a peaceful settlement | the Treasury were present I would 
would be arrived at. The third is.that | earnestly entreat him to remember that 
as a peaceful settlement was not arrived | if, as he told us the other night, he takes 
at it is reasonable to conclude that there no interest in his speeches himself, the 
was, underlying the differences of opinion, country does, and at such a crisis as the 
a principle which both sides believed present it looks to him for light and 
they could not concede with either , guidance and counsel ana encouragement. 
honour or safety. These negotiations Whatever the Government may have said, 
failed. They failed, and we are at war | they undoubtedly did the right thing. 
because we demanded equal rights and | They scrupulously followed the advice of 
fair treatment and just government for their military advisers, and left their 
British subjects in the Transvaal. The | generals an absolutely free hand in the 
Boers are at war because they believed | field. Even as regards this “un- 
they could not grant these things without happy entanglement” at Ladysmith, 
forfeiting their independence. If they are from which all our difficulties and 
justified we are justified, because each of troubles have sprung, what is the position 
us believed we had in viewan end that was | of the Government? A most able and 
righteous and just in itself, and of supreme | competent general said that to hold 
and vital importance to our continued | Laing’s Nek, not Ladysmith alone, and 
existence in the positions we respectively | the whole of the country safe from in- 
occupied, the one as an independent State vasion, we should require an addition to 
and the other as a paramount Power. the present strength of troops of a total 
The more pressing question is this. Is it | of about 5,600 men. The Government 
true that the Government did not make sent not only 5,600, but double that 
sufficient preparations against a war | number, and therefore they might reason- 
which seemed the possible if not the pro-| ably conclude that the country was safe 
bable outcome of the negotiations upon | from invasion. Neither the Government 
which they were engaged? What is the ; of Natal nor the Prime Minister of Natal 
duty of a Government engaged in nego-| ever expressed the opinion that Sir 
tions which are not unlikely to end in! William Symons’s estimate was below the 
war? They call for their military ad- mark. As it turned out the estimate was 
visers; they ask them to prepare a_/ ludicrously wrong, but surely the Govern- 
plan of campaign; they ask them/ ment are not to blame for that. What 
to decide the number, equipment more could they do than take the opinion 
and disposition of the forces, so and advice of the most competent men 
that if war should break out it would not they could find—the men actually on the 
find them unprepared. A further duty ' spot? If we leave the question of Lady- 
of the Government is to place all the smith and refer to the total number of 
resources of the country at the disposal ; forces in South Africa, the vovernment 
of the generals, and to take every means are not on such firm ground. We know 
in their power to assist the operations in that the Intelligence Department advised 
the field. In these important, essential, that the two Republics could put into the 
and vital matters can anyone say that the field a total force of 59,000 men. We 
Government have been guilty of any de-| had therefore to deal with an army of 
linquency ? It is true that when things | 59,000 men, and there was always the 
went wrong they began with one accord | chance, which I am afraid the Govern- 
to make excuses, and that was the time | ment did not sufficiently take into account, 
when they made their mistakes, because | of a Dutch rising in Cape Colony. Here 
it was their excuses that made a vote of | I cannot help asking hon. Members to 
censure possible and provided their ; contrast the attitude of Mr. Rhodes, ‘he 
enemies with the means for an effective Imperialist, with that of Mr. Schreiner, 
attack. Until the eloquent and notable | the Afrikander, who strove to preserve 
speech of the Under Secretary of State | peace by correcting misrepresentation, 
for War the country was not aware of | and who, since the outbreak of war, 
the strong case that could be presented | has used all his influence to miti- 
on behalf of the Government. What is | gate the hostility of the Cape Dutch 
more, some Ministers treated this ques-! and to prevent their joining their forces 
tion, of the greatest possible importance, , to those of their brethren in the Transvaal. 
with a calm indifference that shocked and | That conduct on the part of Mr. 
offended the country. Ifthe First Lord of | Schreiner seems to me to be the true 
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Imperialism, and worthy of the gratitude 
of this country. Iam afraid that some- 
times the English people are too apt to be 
guided by the opinion of Mr. Rhodes on 
South African affairs. That gentleman 
has, more than once, shown himself to be 
profoundly wrong. I do not wish to say 
much about the raid now. I will simply 


say that had it not been for Mr. Rhodes | 


there would have been no raid. I will 


not say that but for the raid there would | 
have been no war, but I do say that that | 


stupendous folly has certainly been one 


of the chief subsidiary causes that con- | 


tributed to the war, 
element which has told most against us. 


The British public would be well advised | 


to pay less attention to Mr. Rhodes and 
not to be led captive by the tinkling 


phrases of his empirical Imperialism. An, 


army of 59,000 men, equipped and acting 


in co-operation in their own country, with | 
every advantage suchas the Boers possess | 


on their side, ought to have been met by 
a larger number of troops than a single 
army corps, 
ment were under the delusion, shared by 
the War Office and the generals, and, 
indeed, by the whole country, that one 
Englishman was able to fight successfully 
against three of any other nation, That 
delusion has not been borne out; it has 
soon been knocked on the head. 
is not like politics; armies cannot exist 


under banners of their own self- 
glorification. The banners are soon 


threatened when we come face to face | 
The delusion on this 
occasion has not been evident sinee the | 


with stern realities. 
war began. Since the beginning of Octo- 
ber the Government has never 
pour reinforcements into South Africa, 
until we are told that at the end of 
this month we shall have 180,000 men 
there. It is said that these forees were 
sent in driblets. . How else could they be 
sent? You cannot march an army across 
the ocean. The men have to be sent in 


ships, and since the outbreak of war a | 
huge fleet of transports have been engaged | 
Africa and) 


in steaming between South 
England. It may be that this is good as 


far as it goes, but it does not go far | 
was not an army Corps | 


enough, Why 
sent to South Africa at the time of the 
conference ? The Government have suffi- 
ciently answered that. They have said 


that had we behaved as if war was inevi- 
table it would certainly have vitiated the 
negotiations. 


Mr. Beckett 


I accept that, but I ask this | 


{COMMONS} 


and has been the | 


unless, indeed, the Govern- 


Warfare | 


ceased to) 
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| question, Why were not troops sent out 
long before the conference? Because, say 

the Government, our hands were tied by 
the raid. That is true as far as it goes, 
but it does not go far enough. The 
Government could not object to any 
reasonable increase in Mr. Kruger’s arma- 
ments, but there was a time when the 
Government could have said to Mr. 
Kruger, “ You are now sufficiently armed 
to secure yourself against any repetition 
of the raid. If you continue to arm we 
shall look upon it as a menace to ourselves, 


| 


‘and we on our side shall strengthen 
our forces in South Africa, so as 
|to secure ourselves against any act 


of aggression on your part.” If 
‘they had done that If think the 


present war would have been avoided. 
That is a legitimate method of action. 
What do we do when any other nation 
inereases its fleet? We do the same. 
What does France or Germany do when 
the other increases its army? It does 
| the same. We ought to have acted on 
that principle with President Kruger 
i'when we saw that he was turning the 
| Transvaal into an armed camp. I also 
think that the Government have gone too 
far in pretending ignorance of what was 
going on. I do not believe they were 
}ignorant; if they were they certainly 
ought not to have been. As « matter of 
fact they could not have been ignorant, 
‘because it is a fact that the most for- 
midable item of armament consists in 
Maxim guns, and Maxim’s firm informed 
the Government of every single Maxim 
gun despatched by them to South Africa. 
I am afraid the Government ignored that 
information, and I should like to see 
| eradicated that tendency to ignore any- 
thing that is at all disagreeable or un- 
pleasant. For instance, | do not think it 
is wise to ignore the present unfriendly 
attitude of Europe. I do not mean that 
we should throw ourselves into a state of 
frantic alarm on that account, but at the 
same time it is not a thing to be dis- 
missed with a mere shrug of the shoulders, 
Wise statesmen at such a moment would 
endeavour to conciliate European opinion 
| by every means in their power; at any 
| rate, they would carefully avoid anything 
‘that could embitter it. I should like to 
| 
' 
| 
' 


see—perhaps we shall see on Monday 

/some more indication that the Govern- 
{ment are aware of the considerable 
| loss of prestige we have suffered in this 


; war. It is absurd to say, as did the 
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hon. Member for Mayo, that that prestige 
js irretrievable. It will be retrieved, and 
before long, but it will have to be 
retrieved by the proper means, and 
certainly it will be courting aggression, if 
not the destruction of oar Empire, to 
imagine that we can afford to run our 
Empire with the same small army that 
has hitherto sufficed. You may say what 
you like, you may skrink from the word 
and from the thing, but I firmly believe 
that sooner or later you will have to adopt 
some form of conscription, or else you 
will have to diminish your possessions 
and responsibilities, and play a smaller 
part in the world. These are lessons | 
should like the Government to take to 
heart. The last attitude they should 
adopt at a time like the present is an 
attitude of complacency. Whether the 
(iovernment are to blame or not, there is 
no question as to the fact that the nation 


hewails the loss of a number of its 
bravest soldiers and most promising 


officers. Much blood has been spilt, and 


money has been poured out like water. | 


We have had to endure reverses which 
have touched our pride. 
to endure sacrifices which will touch our 
pocket. But the nation does not falter or 
hold back ; it begrudges neither men nor 
money. 
anything required of it, never 
determined to snatch victory from the 
jaws of defeat. 
inreturn. It says to the Government, 
“Give us a strong lead ; let us know your 
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We shall have | 


Never was it more eager to do | 
more | 


But it expects one thing | 


mind; speak out boldly ; do not shrink | 


or hesitate or hold back: say what | 
you want, you shall have whatever 
you ask.” But the nation is not 
in a mood for trifling, When an 
officer was asked how many _ troops 
he required, he replied 5,000.” The 


answer he got to his request was, “Take 
12,000, and fail at your peril.” That, I 
feel sure, would be the answer of the 
nation to the Government, no matter what 
the request might be. One tremendous 
fact that we cannot get over is that we 
are at present at war, and it is our busi- 
ness to bring this war to a speedy and 
successful conclusion. I cannot see how 
that business, on which we all agree, is 
to be promoted by the Amendment before 
the House. I am a student of the paper 
associated with the hon. Member for 
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wording of a motion; he should also 
look at the consequences which would 
follow the carrying of the motion. 
Those consequences with regard to this 
Amendment have been dwelt upon ad 
neuseam, and I am not going to repeat 
them. We are told that the Opposition 
are practically divided, and would be 
utterly unable to take up the task of 
government if it devolved upon them. 
But I should like the Government to 
take higher ground than that. I should 
like them to say, “You may cavil 
against us as much as you will, but you 
have no monopoly of patriotic feeling. 
Our one object is to secure a speedy, 
honourable and permanent peace, and 
compared to that object office is nothing 
tous. It does not’ matter in the least 
whether we or you sit on these benches, 


the Queen’s Speech. 


but it does matter a great deal that 
we should bring this war to such 
a finish as will consolidate and 
strengthen the Empire, restore peace 


and prosperity to South Africa, and re- 
establish our position in the eyes of the 
world. If you will show that you have 
men or measures that can secure such a 
result, we will he glad to accept the one 
or make room for the other, but if you 
can produce neither it is your bounden 
duty to assist us in carrying out the task 
to which you have confessed yourselves 
to be unequal.” Such an answer would 
satisfy the country and would be some- 
what difficult for the Opposition to meet. 
Finally, when we have to decide which 
way to vote, we must think not only of 
the war but of the peace which is to 
follow. When the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs asked the Op- 
position the other day what was their 


policy, the reply was, “To make peace.” 
There are gentlemen opposite ready 


to make peace even now, at this particu- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


lar moment. [An Hon. Member: Why 
not ?} We have tried that once before, 
but the teaching of events has made no 
impression upon the minds of some 
hon. Members; they would repeat the 
same old blunders in the same old way. 
We have tried the peace which these 
gentlemen would make, and the taste of 
it is exceedingly bitter in our mouths. 
This war, amongst a great many evils, has 
at least this good, that it will enable this 
nation to purge its system of peace of that 


Northampton, and I sometimes find in it | quality for ever. We do want peace, speedy 


most excellent advice. The other week I 
read in it that no sensible man in his vote 
in this House should consider the mere 
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peace, but we do not want such a peace 

as brings forth war. We want a peace 

from which spring the fruits of peace— 
2 B Mijth Day. 
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good government, order, liberty, and 
justice. There is no doubt that at this | 


present crisis our interests and our duty 
are perfectly clear. They both run on 
the same lines, and can best be expressed 
in the words of Longfellow :— 


“ Look not mournfully to the past : 
Cast not back again ; 
Go forward ; meet the future 
Without fear, and with a manly. heart.” 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
As an Irish Member I feel it a duty to my 
countrymen on the other side of the 
channel to state the grounds on which I 
differ from some ot my colleagues below 
the gangway, and why I mean to vote for 
this Amendment. I read this Amend- 
ment as bearing a totally different con- 
struction from that put upon it by my 
hon. friend the Member for East Mayo. 
I look upon it as embodying a censure 
upon the Government for the want of 
knowledge, foresight, and judgment dis- 
played in bringing about this war, and 
after they had betrayed the country into 
embarking upon this war not being fully 
prepared for it. I do not look upon this 
Amendment as necessarily involving any 
necessity on the part of those who sup- 
port it to carry on the war to the bitter 
end. That I regard as a matter for 
future discussion and consideration, but I 
think it is the bounden duty of every 
Member of this House—who must indi- 
vidually partake of the responsibility, 
more or less, for the course taken in this, 
the most momentous crisis of the country 
that has ever occurred —to put on record 
his protest against the war. I agree with 
those who have said that this war was 
unnecessary and unjust, for it is un- 
worthy of the greatest Empire that 
ever existed to embark upon an 
expedition for which there is no parallel 
in ancient or modern history, that of 
sending out an army of nearly 200,000 
men with all its equipments, 7,000 miles 
from the centre of the Empire in order 
to cope with two small insignificant re- 
publics, the population of which is not as 
large, I believe, as that of some of our con- 
siderable provincial towns in this kingdom. 
It requires some very strong reasons and 
some very cogent arguments to justify 
such a course as that, and a war involving 
such a loss of life as has already occurred 
in every rank from the highest to the 
humblest, and an expenditure which I 
should be sorry to put at less than 
£100,000,000 at a time when there is 


Mr. Beckett. 


{COMMONS} 
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| such a great necessity for the expendi- 


ture of money in order to relieve the 
_ poverty and destitution of the masses of 
this country. Such a war as this cannot 
| be lightly undertaken, and I will venture 
_to consider what excuses have been 
afforded by that eloquent speech of the 
‘right hon. Gentleman the Secretary for 
| the Colonies, whose war this has been 
| justly stated to be. The Transvaal, by 
‘the solemn treaty of 1884, was 
/made an independent State, as indepen- 
dent as any other State in the world, 
with one simple qualification, namely, 
that it could not enter into foreign trea- 
ties without the consent of the Sovereign. 
That treaty involved necessarily that the 
| Transvaal was, in all other respects, inde- 
pendent and free. By the Convention of 
1884, on every principle of international 
law and justice, we are »ound—and the 
burden also lies upon the present Govern- 
ment and upon those in their service—to 
justify the violation of so solemn a com- 
pact as that. Now what is the excuse or 
the pretext offered for such a violation? 
The object of the Conference at Bloem- 
fontein, and of all those negotiations 
which occupied so many pages of the 
Blue-book, was mainly to give a franchise, 
not merely to the citizens of the Trans- 
|vaal, but to the Uitlanders, whether 
Irish, English, German, or people of any 
other nationality who had gone out there 
in order to work the mines. This House 
should never forget the fact that 
Johannesburg did not come into existence, 
and the mines were not discovered and 
put into working order, until after the 
Convention of 1884. The putting for- 
ward of that pretext of the extension of 
the franchise was a sham and a pretence. 
Assuming that there was any grievance 
in the. Transvaal; according to inter- 
national law, a State has no right to 
interfere with the domestic policy of 
another country. What would this 
country say if there was a great agitation 
‘for manhood suffrage or any other 
popular measure of that kind here at 
home? Would that justify France or 
Germany in going to war with England 
for not extending manhood suffrage to all 
the inhabitants, including the natives of 
France and Germany who might be living 
in England? Would it be considered an 
| excusable pretext for a foreign war if, when 
| this Parliament withheld Home Rule from 
| Ireland, any of the European States were 
to make this a casus belli with England 
because it was an act of injustice to deny 
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this to the Irish people? It is obvious 
that no grievance such as the extension 
of the franchise or the existence of the 
dynamite monopoly, or any of those 
complaints made by the English Govern- 
ment, could constitute a legitimate casus 
lelli. If there had been a proper and 
temperate remonstrance made with Presi- 
dent Kruger, and if the course of 
diplomacy had, instead of being of an 
exasperating character, as anybody who 
reads the Blue-book must see it was 
from the very first inception—if those 
remonstrances had been couched in the 
ordinary language of courteous diplomacy 
[ have not the least doubt that President 
Kruger would have conceded every 
single point that was put before him in a 
reasonable manner. He did concede the 
franchise in a reasonable way, and he 
declared to the end that he was willing 
to concede the five years franchise. I do 
not think gentlemen opposite, who take 
the opposite view of the conduct of the 
Transvaal Government in regard to the 
Uitlanders, exactly understand — the 
question. Of course the franchise could 
not be given to the Uitlanders unless they 
became subjects of the Transvaal. There 
is no such instance in any country of 
aliens having a right to vote, no matter 
how long they reside ina place. Presi- 
dent Kruger was willing to give a vote 
after five years residence and good conduct, 
and that period would have enabled the 
Uitlanders to obtain letters of naturali- 
sation and also the franchise. Exactly 
the same law prevails in this country and 
in Ireland, for aliens here cannot obtain 
letters of naturalisation until they 
have been resident for five years in the 
country. That is the very case of the 
Uitlanders. Hon. Members opposite talk 
of equal rights for all whites, and they 
seem to think that the moment a white 
man appears in the Transvaal he should 
have the franchise, and at the same time 
remain a subject of the British Empire. 
They claim for the Uitlanders all these 
advantages in a country in which they | 
have no permanent interest, and from 
which they will probably emigrate the 
moment they get sufficient money out of 
the mines to enable them to return home. 
Therefore, the idea of the franchise, in | 
my mind, has always been a most unfor- | 
tunate pretext to put forward, as the. 
ground for picking a quarrel with so quiet | 
and simple-minded a people as the resi- | 
dents of the South African Republic and | 
the Orange Free State. But President 
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| Kruger was willing to give the franchise, 
|and submit to arbitration any legitimate 
| differences that existed between him and 
| this country, and that state of things con- 
'tinued up to the end of September. 
Consequently the responsibility of this 
war rests upon the Government. It does 
not rest upon their generals or upon the 
_Commander-in-chief, but it rests upon the 
Cabinet, who are the trustees for the 
public, and the trustees for the safety of 
the Empire. The Cabinet never formu- 
lated, up to what is called Kruger’s ulti- 
matum, what were the various demands 
they were making, and what they re- 
quired in order to be satisfied. Up to 
the very last moment, nay, up to this 
hour in this protracted Debate, we have 
not yet heard what demands would 
have satisfied the right hon. Gentleman 
the Minister for the Colonies. There has 
been absolutely no statement formulated 
of the various demands which would 
have satisfied the Cabinet, and which 
' would have averted this war. The truth 
of the matter is they were determined to 
overwhelm President Kruger and to out- 
wit him in diplomacy, and having failed 
in that they put him in such a position 
as to leave him no other alternative ut 
to issue an ultimatum. It is absurd to 
say that the South African Republic 
were the aggressors in this war, for the 
negotiations put the Transvaal Govern- 
ment in such a position that they had 
only two courses to pursue-—either they 
/must remain quietly and submissively 
| until the 180,000 British troops were sent 
‘out, or else take the course which they 
‘did, and that was to invade the colony 
of Natal. It is exactly as if a burglar 
had entered your house and was about 
to shoot you; are you to wait until the 
burglar shoots, or are you justified in 
taking such steps as will prevent him 
I say itisa 
mere playing with words to say that the 
South African Republic were the aggres- 
sors in this case. It reminds me of the 
report of a case which I read in the news- 
papers where a man had treated his wife 
in such a manner that she could not live 
with him, and had to leave the house. The 
man, when charged with desertion, said he 
did not desert her, but she deserted him. 
The judge, however, was too wise to accede 
to such a suggestion as that, and as the 
wife had been put in a position which 
was intolerable to her, the judge ruled that 
it was not the wife who had deserted the 
husband, but the husband who had really 
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deserted the wife. I have looked over and 


over again into this question, and I can- | 


not discover what would have satisfied the 
Government short of complete submis- 
sion. Paramountecy has been introduced, 
but it is clear that there was no para- 
mountey recognised by the Convention 
of 1884. It is clear that the Convention 
of 1884 made the Transvaal an indepen- 
dent state subject to the qualification 
that they could not enter into foreign 
treaties without the sanction of our sove- 
reign. I say that was the only difference 
between the status of this country and 
the South African Republic, and in every 
other respect the Transvaal was a sepa- 
rate and independent state. The least 
that could have been done would have 
been to have put upon paper in plain and 
simple language what it was that the 
Government complained of. The fran- 
chise was put plain enough, but there 
were five or six other things which even 
up to the 9th of October were not formu- 
lated, and what immediately led to the 
ultimatum was the statement in the pre- 
vious despatch from the British Govern- 
ment announcing that they were not just 
yet in a position to put on paper what 
the other demands were which they 
made against the South African Re- 
public. Therefore it is, I say there 
was a want of knowledge, foresight, and 
judgment, if there was not something 
worse, in the whole conduct of the 
Government in their preliminary nego- 
tiations with the South African Republic. 
I am quite satisfied of this, and although 
I do not expect any words of mine, or of 
the ablest and most eloquent orators on 
this or the other side of the House, to 
alter the preconceived determination of 
Gentlemen opposite, I have not the 
slightest doubt that if some Cabinet 
Minister had gone out from this country to 
the Cape, or if we had sent out some 
Commissioner or Ambassador with pleni- 
potentiary powers, they would have 
settled in a very short time this war, and 
this terrible waste of life and treasure 
would never have sullied the last expiring 
year of the nineteenth century. 
friends below the gangway state that they 


consider their position. The meaning of 
: : ; 
the words is that if the Government had 


made up their minds that war was in- | 
evitable, as the Secretary for the Colonies | 
now admits, if the Government knew | 


Serjeant Hi mph ill, 


{COMMONS} 


My hon. | 





the Queen’s Speech. 684 


that then they ought to have taken 
proper steps, not after the declaration of 
war but before it, to make sure that it 
should be brought to a hasty conclusion, 
and that there should not have been 
this dreadful waste of life, of happiness, 
of everything that is dearest and most 


valued, and this treasure, the loss 
of which will for ages to come 
rest upon the people of Great 
Britain and impede the progress of 


Liberal legislation, the Government could 
have avoided this war. The late Lord 
deaconsfield and Lord Salisbury went 
themselves to the Berlin Conference. They 
did not consider it above them to go to 
Berlin, and they came back with what 
they described as “ Peace with honour.” 
Why could not the right hon. Gentleman 
or some of his coileagues have gone out 
to Pretoria to negotiate with President 
Kruger such terms as would secure to the 
Uitlanders every right and privilege to 
which they were entitled, and then come 
back and announce to this Parliament 
that they had settled once and for all the 
South African trouble? There was no 
such effort as that made, and the corre- 
spondence of the Government was couched 
in the most insulting terms, and_ this 
correspondence was backed up by the 
insulting speech of the Colonial Secre- 
tary at Highbury. Such a tone as that 
was not calculated to reconcile the 
Government of the Transvaal, who were 
naturally suspicious and afraid of being 
overpowered, as it were, by the big 
brother of the British Empire. That 
was not the course to pursue if peace had 
been the object, but I believe war was 
the object. We ought never to have had 
this war at all, for it will leave a stain 
upon our name. It has already carried 
mourning into many homes, from the 
noblest and highest to the poorest peasant 
in the remotest districts of Ireland. It 
is a war which will be written in blood 
upon the pages of English history in the 
present generation, a stain which will 
never be effaced for generations and 
generations to come. 


till To- 


Debate further adjourned 


| morrow. 
do not agree with the latter part of the | 


Amendment, but I wish they would re- | 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made and Question, “ That 
this House do now adjourn” — (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at three minutes 
before Twelve of the clock. 
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s Lieutenant of Ireland under section 80 
: (2) of the Local Government (Ireland) 


. 1900, declaring 


South African War— 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND CHARGES 
ACT, 1891. 
Treasury minute, dated 26th January. 
1900, directing, in pursuance of Sec- 
tion 2 (3) of the Public Accounts 


and Charges Act, 1891, that where 
sum is by order of the Lord 


Act, 1898, deducted from moneys payable 


: from the Local Taxation (Ireland) Ac- 
s count to any Council in respect of a debt 
* due from such Council, and where the 
: amount due from the Council would, if paid 
: in ordinary course, have been applied as 
* an Appropria‘ion-in-Aid of the Vote for 
E the Royal Irish Constabulary, the sum 
E deducted in lieu thereof shall be similarly 
: applied as an Appropriation-in-Aid of that 
Vote. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury minute, dated 3lst January, 
that Samuel Nevitt, 
viewer, Royal Small Arms Department, 
War Office Department, was appointed 
without a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of 
the department. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





° PETITION, 
THE VACCINATION ACTS. 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I rise 
to present a Petition from the Guardians of 
the Poor of the Wandsworth and Clapham 
Union, in the County of London, praying 
that the provisions of the Vaccination 
Acts may be amended, and that it may 
not be in the power of vaccination officers 


{6 Fepruary 1900} The Imperial Yeomanry. 
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there is no reason why I should not 
present it to your Lordships. 


| Petition read, and ordered to lie on the 
| Table. 


/SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—THE IMPE- 
| RIAL YEOMANRY — SUGGESTED 


APPOINTMENT OF CHAPLAINS. 
| *EarL EGERTON : My Lords, I beg to 
‘ask the Secretary of State for War 
| whether he will reconsider his decision 
/not to appoint any chaplains to the 
| Imperial Yeomanry ; and whether he will, 
| in the first instance, attach a chaplain to 
'the Imperial Yeomanry Hospital of 500 
| beds, which has received the sanction of 
the War Office, and is being established 
,at Capetown. I ask this question as an 
|old Yeomanry officer of thirty years 
standing, and I may say that I have sent 
|a contingent from my own estate in the 
| Yeomanry Force which has just left these 
|shores. I understand that the War Office 
| Landed over to a committee of Yeomanry 
| officers the duty of raising andequipment of 
the Yeomanry force. That I believe they 
have done very successfully. In the very 
short space of a month they have turned out 
a force of 5,000 men, mounted or ready to 
be mounted, and I believe there are others 
of equal force ready as soon as the equip- 
ment is prepared for them. But when 
the Yeomanry Committee had offers from 
clergymen who were anxious to serve as 
| chaplains in South Africa, and when they 
| had submitted to them the names of two 
or three chaplains as fit and proper 
persons to act for the Yeomanry, the 
Adjutant General sent an unconditional 
refusal to allow any chaplains to go out. 
I understand, from a communication the 
War Office was good enough to send to 
me, that one of the reasons why they 
were not so appointed was that the Yeo- 
manry are to be attached to different 
divisions or brigades and are to have the 
benefit of the chaplains of those divisions 
or brigades. That, no doubt, from a 
, military point of view is very satisfactory, 
| but there is a feeling in the country that 
|the Yeomanry, having been sent out, 
' should have some special chaplain to look 
after their spiritual needs. It is not 
'merely a military question, but it is one 


to institute proceedings under the Actsat | of principle, and is also, as some think, 
the expense of the rates without first | one of sentiment. Therefore I think I 
obtaining the sanction of the Guardians. | may fairly ask that the Yeomanry should 
The Petition is respectfully worded, and, | be considered not merely as an integra] 
though I entirely disagree with its object, | part of the Army, but as a special force 
VOL. LXXVIII. [Fourtu Srrizs.] 2C 
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sent out under special circumstances, with 
a staff of their own, and that their claim to 
have a special chaplain attached to them 
ought to be recogniséd. I can see that it 
would be impossible to appoint chaplains 
to all the units of the regiments in South 
Africa, but the suggestion I venture to 
make is that there should be someone, 
when they land in South Africa, to attend 
to their spiritual wants, and told off for 
the Yeomanry, and who, if necessary, 
should be attached to the Yeomanry 
Hospital which has been founded so 
liberally by the gifts of friends at home. 
I think it is not unreasonable to ask that 
something of that kind should be done. 
Lord Roberts has, I understand, stated that 
there are sufficient chaplains in South 
Africa already, but in my opinion the 
percentage of chaplains to the men is not 
large, especially when you consider the 
accidents of war and the various duties 
a chaplain has, under the circumstances, 
to perform. I do not know whether any 
actual addition to the number of chaplains 
is contemplated to be made to meet the 
wants of the forces to be sent out, but I 
hope that one chaplain at least may be 
attached to the Yeomanry in the way I 
have indicated in my question. I feel 
certain that if that is done it will give 
great satisfaction to the Yeomanry force 
which has been raised in the most rapid 
and loyal way to meet a great emergency, 
and I trust that the War Office will recon- 
sider the absolute refusal they have given, 
and entertain some proposal such as. I 
have ventured to suggest. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, in a matter of this sort nothing 
would be more agreeable to me than to 
meet the wishes of the Imperial Yeo- 
manry, to whose patriotism the noble 
Lord has referred in terms not at all too 
eulogistic. But the difficulty of carrying 
out his suggestion is a practical one. It 
is this, that the Imperial Yeomanry will 
not be employed as a distinct and 
separate force of mounted men, but they 
will be distributed amongst the various 
brigades. ‘Therefore, it is impossible for 
any one chaplain to minister to the whole 
force. I am afraid if a chaplain were 
designated for that exclusive purpose he 
would very probably find himself, where- 
ever he was, in the position of having no 
congregation of Yeomen to minister to. 
The noble Lord referred more particularly 


Earl Egerton. 


{LORDS} 
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to the Yeomanry hospital which has been 
so generously equipped for the care of 
the sick and wounded men belonging to 
the Yeomanry. In regard to that I am 
glad to say that it has been found possible 
to make an arrangement which, I think, 
meets his suggestion. A chaplain has 
been designated particularly to attend to 
that hospital. The noble Lord was quite 
correct in saying that Lord Roberts had, 
a few days ago, expressed his opinion that 
the supply of chaplains was already 
sufficient. We had asked him whether it 
was desirable to send out any more. Since 
that intimation was received from Lord 
Roberts five clergymen who had offered 
their services as chaplains have been 
accepted. 

THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—TRANS. 

PORT. 


Viscount GALWAY: My Lords, 
before asking the question standing in my 
name, as to the transport of the Imperial 
Yeomanry to the Cape, may [ be allowed 
to mention, as one who had advocated the 
claims of the Yeomanry for many years, 
thegreat satisfaction it gave the Yeomanry 
force to be cailed upon to take their share 
in the defence of the Empire abroad ! 
The Yeomanry force some years ago was 
threatened with extinction, but, despite 
every discouragement, we persevered and 
endeavoured to make ourselves more 
efficient every year. We kept up our 
organisation, and the result has been that 
when an appeal came we were able to 
answer it in what I hope the noble 
Marquess will agree has been a highly 
satisfactory manner. In view of what has 
been said in the country I think it is only 
fair that I should state that the companies 
which have been sent out comprise 
thoroughly qualified horsemen and certi; 
fied marksmen. While nobody grudges 
the unstinted praise which has been given 
to all our colonies, who have so loyally 
come to our assistance, I think one word 
from those in authority of commendation 
of the patriotic spirit displayed by the 
Yeomanry and the Volunteers would have 
' the result of greatly encouraging us in our 
efforts. [am not raising this as a personal 
matter, because the company I sent out 
left England ten days ago, but I desire to 
call attention to the disappointment which 
is felt by the Yeomanry on account of the 
delay in conveying them to the front. 
This delay causes not only great dis 
appointment to the men, but also entails 
heavy expense upon those connected 
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with the force. I desire to ask the|embark on a given date. The War 
Secretary of State for War whether it is | Office then at once places itself in com- 
correct that no further Yeomanry will | munication with the Admiralty. In the 
leave for the Cape for another three weeks, | case of the companies who have been 
and to urge upon him the desirability of | referred to this evening, the Yeomanry 
expediting the sending out of this force | Committee advised us on the 29th of 
tothe front. ‘January that a certain number of 

|companies would be ready to embark 
*THE Eart or CORK: My Lords, | on the 8th February. My noble friend 
before the noble Marquess the Secretary | will, I am sure, admit that the margin of 
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of State for War answers the question | 
which has just been put, I wish entirely 
to endorse the remarks of my noble friend 
as to the great disappointment with 
which the Yeomanry heard the announce- 
ment that they would not leave for the, 
Cape for another three weeks. I can 
speak more positively of the west of 
England, but there are a great many , 
companies in many parts of England who | 
have been mobilised for three weeks or a 
month. Most of them have been billeted 
in towns, and cannot, therefore, be in | 
such a satisfactory condition as if they 
were quartered in barracks. I hope the 
noble Marquess will be able to assure us 
that the delay will not be as long as three 
weeks, and that he will do all he can to 
hasten the transport of the Yeomanry 
Regiments, or, at all events, that pending 
their embarkation steps will be taken to 
brovide accommodation in barracks for 
those companies which are at present 
hilleted in many parts of England. 


*THE MARQUESS oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, the position in regard to the 
embarkation of the Imperial Yeomanry is 
as follows :—Ships have been already 
allotted for 3,000 men and 2,000 horses, 
aud the whole will have embarked by the 
llth of this month. I am afraid it will 
be at least a fortnight before we can 
expect another embarkation to take place. , 
Iwill certainly do all I can to expedite , 
matters, but my noble friend must be 
aware that the provision of horse ships is 
lot a very simple or easy matter. I am 
very sorry that there should have been | 
any disappointment in the case of the. 
companies to which he and the noble Earl 
opposite have referred, but I am afraid 
that the disappointment was inevitable. I 
may, perhaps, tell the House briefly what 
the procedure is with regard to the pro- 
ision of transports. The Yeomanry Com- 
mittee, to whom reference has already 
heen made this evening, reports to the 
War Office from time to time the num- 
ver of companies likely to be ready to 





time was not a very liberal one, but I 
think something might have been done 
for them had it not been that at that very 
moment we had to ask the Admiralty to 
find ships for the cavalry brigade which 
had been ordered at rather short notice 
to go to South Africa. That absorbed 
all the available ships, with the result, I 
am afraid, that several companies of 
Yeomanry who had been looking forward 
to an early start for the seat of war were 
greatly disappointed. I deeply regret the 
disappointment to those companies, but, 
as I said before, I am afraid it could 
scarcely be avoided under the circum- 
stances. I think I have told my noble 
friend all I have to say about the 
matter. He expressed a wish that 
some word of encouragement should 
he spoken on the part of Her Majesty’s 
Government showing how greatly we 
appreciate the manner in which this call 
for assistance from the Yeomanry has 
been met. I have already said _ this 
evening how deeply we appreciate it ; and 
I can assure my noble friend that this is 
the feeling of my colleagues, and that we 
do very readily acknowledge the obliga- 
tions under which we are to the force with 
which my noble friend has been so long 
connected. 

House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five of the clock, 
to Thursday next, Two of 
the clock. 





HOUSE OF 
Tuesday, 6th 


COMMONS. 
‘ebruary, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Ordered, that the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders do consist of Thirteen 
Members :—Mr. Buchanan, Sir William 
Coddington, Mr. John Edward Ellis, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde, Sir Edward Gourley, 
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Mr. Halsey, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. 
James Lowther, Mr. Mount, Mr. William 
Redmond, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, 
Mr. Whitmore, and Mr. Wodehouse were 
accordingly nominated Members of the 
Committee.—(Mr. Halsey.) 


SELECTION. 

Ordered, that the Committee of Selec- 
tion do consist of Eleven Members :-— 
Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir 
John Dorington, Sir William Hart Dyke, 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Albert Spicer, 
Mr. Philip Stanhope, Sir Mark M‘Tag- 
gart Stewart, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wode- 
house, and the Chairman of the Select | 
Committee on Standing Orders were | 
accordingly nominated Members of the | 
Committee.—(Mr. Halsey.) 

NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Mayo (South Mayo | 
Division), in the room of Michael Davitt, | 
esquire (Manor of Northstead).—(Sir | 
T. G. Esmonde.) 


PRIVATE BILLS.—DIVISION BETWEEN 
THE TWO HOUSES. 

The CHAIRMAN of Ways and MEANs | 
reported, That, in accordance with Stand- | 
ing Order 79, he had conferred with the | 
Chairman of Committees of the House of | 
Lords, for the purpose of determining in | 
which House of Parliament the respective | 
Private Bills should be first considered, | 
and they had determined that the Bills | 
contained in the following List should | 
originate in the House of Lords, viz. :— 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


. Army and Navy Investment Trust. 
. Aston Manor Tramways. 
. Barnsley Corporation. 
Barry Railway (Steam Vessels). 
. Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway. 
. Birmingham Corporation (Stock). 
. Birmingham (King Edward the 
Sixth) Schools. 
Birmingham University. 
9. Bournemouth Corporation. 

10. Brewery and Commercial Invest- 
ment Trust. 

11. Bristol Water. 

12. Burnley Corporation. 

13. Bury and District Water (Transfer). 

14. Caledonian Railway. 

15. Cardiff Corporation. 

16. Church’s Patent. 

17. Cleethorpes Gas. 

18. Clyde Navigation. 

19. Commercial Union Assurance Com- 
pany. 
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20. Cork, Bandon, and South Coast 
Railway. 
21. Cork Electric Tramways. 


22. Cowes Pier. 

23. Crystal Palace Company. 
24. Dearne Valley Railway. 
25. Donegal Railway. 


26. Dorking Water. 

27. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway. 

28. Dundee and East Forfar Tram- 
ways. 

29. Dundee Harbour. 

30. East Shropshire Water. 

31. East Stirlingshire Water. 


32. Edinburgh Corporation. 
33. Edinburgh District Lunacy Board. 
34, Exmouth and District Water. 
35. Exmouth Urban District Water. 
. Falkirk and District Water. 
. Falkirk Corporation. 
38. Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours. 
39. Fishguard Water and Gas, 
40. Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe 
Tramroads. 
41. Glasgow and South Western Rail- 
way. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
Gas 


Glasgow Building Regulations. 
Glasgow District Tramways. 
Glyncorrwg Urban District Council 
5. Governments Stock and_ other 
Securities Investment Company. 

46. Great Berkhampstead Water. 

47. Great Central Railway. 

48. Great Grimsby Street Tramways. 

49. Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford and Central Ireland Railway 
Companies Amalgamation. 

50. Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western Rail- 
way Companies Amalgamation. 


51. Great Southern and Western 
Railway. 

52. Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868,. 
Amendment. 


53. Gwyrfai Rural District Council 
Water. 

54. Hammond (G. H.) Company. 

55. Hemel Hempstead Corporation 
(Water). 

56. Higham Ferrers Water. 

57. Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent. 

58. Ipswich Corporation Tramways. 

59. Kingston - upon - Thames Corpora 
tion. 

60. 

61. 

62. 


Kingston-upon-Thames Gas. 
Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board. 
Lincoln Corporation. (Tramways). 
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110. South Essex Water Board. 
111. South Shields Corporation. 


63. Liverpool Overhead Railway. 


64. London, Brighton, and South Coast | 
| 


Railway. 112. South Statfordshire Tramways. 
65. London Hydraulic Power Company. | 113. Sunderland Corporation. 
66. London Sea Water Supply. | 114. Taff Vale Railway. 
67. Manchester Corporation Tramways. ; 115. Universal Life Assurance Society. 


68. Manchester Ship Canal. | 116. Walsall Corporation. 

69. Margate Corporation. | 117. Westgate and Birchington Water. 

70. Margate Pier and Harbour. | 118. Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 
| 
| 


71. Maryport Harbour. 119. Wirral Railway. 
72. Menstone Water (Transfer). 120. Withington Urban _ District 
73. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. ; Council. 
74. Mersey Railway. | 121. Workington Railways and Docks. 
75. Midland Great Western Railw ay | 
ee be erm: 
16. Mitord Docks. _ | TRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES’ 
i7. Morley Corporation. AMALGAMATION BILI 
78. Motherwell and Bellshill Railway. Ince ag Or 
79. Motherwell Water. GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
80. Mountain Ash Water. AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 


WESTERN RAILW¢A COMPANIES’ 
81. Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dal- | AMALGAMATION sear. ia 


er Railway A sna yaaa , On the Report by the CHAIRMAN of 
eee. AER ME Tee OS | Ws cad upon these Bills (Nos. 
Workshops. X-end 86 ik ab abe Mak - 
83. Neath Harbour. er ae ee ee ere, 
84. Newport Corporation. Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): As 
85. Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas. I understand, in accordance with the 
86. New Russia Company. usual practice, the right hon. Gentleman 
87. Newtown and Lianllwchaiarn the Chairman of Committees, who is 
Urban: District Gas. always most careful in desiring to meet 
88. North British Railway. _the wishes of private Members at all 
89. North Eastern Railway. times, has arranged for the Irish Railway 
90. North Eastern Railway (Steam | | Amalgamation Bills to originate in the 
Vessels). Upper House. I presume he did not 
91. Otley Urban District Council know of the strong feeling which existed 
Water. |in this quarter of ‘the House, and I may 
92. Paignton Urban District Water. | say among Irish Members generally, 
93. Preston Corporation. ‘that they ‘should first be considered in 
94. Purfleet and Gravesend Junction | the House of Commons. Under the old 
Railway. practice when a Bill has been rejected 
95. Ramsgate Corporation Improve-| once in this House it is, if reintroduced, 
ments. taken first in another place. I hope the 
96. Rawmarsh Urban District Council | right hon. Gentleman will not think I am 
(Tramways). complaining when I say that there is in 
97. Rhymney Iron Company. ‘Ireland an extremely strong feeling with 
98 Rhymney Railway. ‘regard to these Amalgamation Bills, for 
99. Rotherham Corporation. and against. Personally, I am rather in 
100. Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel. | favour, but a number of my colleagues are 
101. Salford Corporation. ,against them, and we all think ‘that an 
102. Scottish American Investment | opportunity should be given in the House 
Company. /of Commons where alone Ireland is 
103, Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life | democratically represented, to deal first 
Assurance Society. with the first of these two Bills. It 
104, Sheffield Corporation. jhas already been before two Com- 
105. Sheftield District Railway. | mittees—one a hybrid Committee, and 
106. Southampton Harbour. | I would ask the Chairman of Com- 
107. South Eastern and London, | mittees whether some means cannot be 
Chatham, and Dover Railway.s | devised so that this House may have the 
108, South Eastern Railway. | first opportunity of passing an opinion 


109. South Essex Water. | upon these Bills, which are of far more 
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importance to us than they are to the | 


English or Scotch people. I gather 
from him that he has in his own mind 
some idea that the Bills might be con- 
sidered by a Joint Committee. On that 
I would not like now to express an 
opinion, but I certainly do hope that on 
a matter of such vital importance to three 
provinces of Ireland as these amalgama- 


tion Bills he will consider favourably the | 


views we put before him. 


Mr. SPEAKER: 
to which the hon. 
himself. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I thought I might 


stop the presentation of the Report. 


Mr. SPEAKER : 
say that the Standing Order 79 as it at 
present stands states that the division of | 
Bills between the Lords and the Commons | 
is to be assigned to the Chairmen of Com- | 
mittees of the two Houses, who are to de- 


termine which Bills shall be introduced in | 


each House. Therefore, the House has 
delegated the power to determine which 
Bills shal! be introduced in this House | 
and in the other House to the Chairmen 
of Committees, and their decision upon 
that point is final, and the House cannot 
as the Standing Order stands at present 
determine the course to be taken. It is | 
open to the hon. Member to move to | 
amend the Standing Order, but until the | 
Standing Order is dealt with his only | 
course is by way of private appeal to the 
Chairmen of Committees to deal with Bills 
in a particular way. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Perhaps I 
would be in order in asking the Chair- 
man if he will reconsider the matter | 
before we put down a motion to amend 
the Standing Orders ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | 
(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, Pen- | 
rith) : I am afraid that any reconsidera- | 
tion of the matter would not lead to any 
alteration of the decision to which the 
Lords’ Chairman and myself have come. 
We have carefully considered the ques- 
tion, and we consider that the Amalgama- 
tion Bills should originate this session in 
the House of Lords. 
Bills were referred to a hybrid Com- 


mittee, which, I may point out without | 


casting any reflection on that body, 


{COMMONS} 


There is no question | 
Member can address | 


I think I ought to 


Last session the | 
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gave results far from satisfactory to all the 
‘parties concerned. The matter was so 
long delayed that we had to discuss it 
quite at the end of the session, which I 
think was not generally satisfactory. It 
is thought that in this session it would 
be better that the Bills should originate 
‘in the other House. But with a view 
to, if possible, saving expense to all 
parties, the Lords Chairman and myself 
‘think it may be well to follow a pre- 
| cedent—an old one perhaps—set in the 
year 1873, when two English railway 
amalgamation Bills were referred to a 
Joint Committee. If that finds favour 
| with hon. Gentlemen opposite, we should 
possibly be able to devise some means 
by which this Bill, although originating 
in the other House, would be referred 
to a Joint Committee of the two 
Houses, which would result in a strong 
Committee considering this very impor- 
tant question, and “would also have 
the effect that great expense would be 
saved, both to the promoters and the op- 
ponents of the Bill. It is true that at 
the last moment there was put into my 
| hands a resolutien, unanimously passed 
| by the Nationalist Members of this House. 
But I am afraid it would be impossible 
|for the Lords Chairman and myself to 
| give effect to the resolution in its entirety. 
| According to Standing Orders, the dis- 
| cretion is ; veated in us as to how Bills are 
| to originate, and I do not think, unless 
the House chooses to amend the Standing 
| Order, that we should set aside that 
discretion which is vested in us. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| I just wish to make one observation as to 
the proposal to refer this Bill to a Com- 
mittee of the two Houses. I think it may 
be a very valuable suggestion. I wish to 
| Point out that the supporters and the 
| opponents are at one in wishing the Bill to 
originate in this House, and I therefore 
/hope the hon. Gentleman will let the 
| matter stand until we can submit a com- 
| munication to him. 
*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I shall be 
happy to consider any communication the 
| hon. Member may hand to me. 


PETITIONS. 
ANTI-SHANARS RIOTS. 
inhabitants of 


| Petition of Shanar 


carried on its business in a way which | Tenkasi and other places, South India, 
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for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the | 
Table. 
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SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented of Treasury Mimute, 


dated 31st January, 1900, declaring that 


LICENSING (SALE OF“ INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS). 

‘ Petition from Pendleton, for alteration 

of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD’S 
VACCINATION ORDER, 1898. 
Petition from West Ward, for revision ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 
Petition from Botriphnie, for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Lewisham; 
and Raunds ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUOR TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Glenarm, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 To 1898. 
Petition from Lambeth, for alteration of | 
law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND CHARGES 
ACT, 1891. 


Copy presented of Treasury Minute, | 
dated 26th January, 1900, directing, 
in pursuance of section 2 (3) of the 
Public Accounts and Charges Act, 
1891, that, where any sum is_ by 
order of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
under section 80 (2) of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, deducted | 
from moneys payable from the Local | 
Taxation (freland) Account to any 
Council in respect of a debt due from | 
such Council, and where the amount due | 
from the Council would, if paid in! 
ordinary course, have been applied as an | 
Appropriation-in-Aid of the Vote for the | 
Royal Irish Constabulary, the sum de- | 
ducted in lieu thereof shall be similarly | 
applied as an Appropriation-in-Aid of 
that Vote [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Samuel Nevitt, Viewer, Royal: Small 


'Arms Department, War Office Depart- 


ment, was appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his department 


_[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (TRANSPORTS). 

Return ordered, “showing the name, 
tonnage, and speed of each vessel em- 
ployed to convey troops to South Africa 
since the Ist day of July last, the date 
and port of her departure from these 
shores, and arrival at Capetown, Durban, 
or elsewhere, respectively, including 


‘arrival at and departure from inter- 
_mediate port of call; the number of 


troops and horses or mules carried on 
each occasion, the number of horses or 
mules lost on voyage, vessels provided 
with new pattern fittings, vessels provided 
with old pattern fittings, vessels provided 
with slings for each horse or mule, vessels 
not so provided! and the time occupied 
by each vessel in making the voyage, in 
the following form :— 

| Name of vessel. 

| Tonnage. 





























| Speed. 
| oe 
| Port. fet 
| == 
oe Senne ee oe 
sae 
See 
Departure. SH 
| Port. ze ~ 
| oO => ad 
|: Bees 
= eS 
° is] 
Arrival. | oe ™ 
| waese 
| ¢e¢2.. 
g°5S 
Departure. | 7 Oe 
| 
| 
| Cape Town. | Set 
| | ma & 
\ aes 
33° 
7) 
| Durban. oes 
| 
| 


Time occupied on voyage. 
| Number of troops carried. 
| Number of horses or mules carried. 
ah Number of horses or mules lost on 
voyage. se bik one 
Whether provided with new 
pattern or old pattern fittings. 
Whether provided with slings for 
| each horse or mule. 


—(Mr. Weir.) 








| 
| 
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COAL EXPORTS, &c. | cember last had any guns with the same 
Return ordered, “ giving for the year | range. 
1899 the export of coal from each port in | 
the United Kingdom to each country; *THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
abroad, together with a summary statee| STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuay, 
ment showing the export of coal from the | Dover): There is reason to believe that 
principal districts of the United King-| many of the guns from the forts round 
dom to the principal groups of foreign | Pretoria have been sent to the front. We 
countries ; and also showing the quan- | have not full information as to what guns 
tity of coal shipped at each port in the | have been left. The answer to the last 
United Kingdom for ships’ use on | two questions is in the affirmative. 
foreign vovages during the same period | 
ee ee “. Receat qe 
- Sopp nnd 1880) ar TREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR. 
Thomas.) e cow" <*“*" Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
era War whether the Boer prisoners of war 
QUESTIONS. at Cape Town are kept confined on board 
ship ; and, if so, whether such treatment 
is the same as that which it is reported 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TRANSPORTS. | is being accorded to the British prisoners 
Mr. BAINBRIDGE (Lincolnshire, | at Pretoria. 
Gainsborough) : I beg to ask the First Lord | 
of the Admiralty whether, in view of the *Mr. WYNDHAM: We were informed 
recent employment of inferior transport on the 22nd of January that the Boer 
ships to the Cape (occupying nearly twice prisoners are no longer to be confined on 
the time in the passage which would have | board ship. It is obvious that while they 
been taken by the best passenger ships), were on board ship the conditions of 
the Government has arranged to secure their imprisonment could not be the 
the use of first class passenger vessels in same as those under which the British 
future. prisoners at Pretoria are confined. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. GoscHEN, St. TRANSPORT WAGONS. 
George’s, Hanover Square): I must ree, Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 
spectfully protest against the preamble of | Under Secretary of State for War 
the honourable Member’s question. It} whether a number of transport wagons 
conveys an impression quite contrary to have been sent out to the Cape and have 
fact. With regard to the question itself, proved to be so unsuited to South African 
I cannot undertake that only first class requirements as to cause General Buller 
passenger ships shall be used in future. to report that the whole were unfit for 
Such ships are naturally quite unsuited | service. 
for horse transports, which constitute the 
Inajority of those now being taken up., *Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; no such 
But the hon. Member may rely on it that report has been received from General 
our best endeavours have been and will Buller. The only complaint was in re- 
be used to place both infantry and cavalry , spect of the fitness of the brakes in the 


as quickly at the Cape as we can. first consignment for South African ser- 
vice; this defect was remedied locally, 
GUNS AT PRETORIA. and the necessary alteration has been 


Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the | made in all subsequent consignments. 
Under Secretary of State for War. 


whether the Government possesses full | 
information as to the number and cha- | CLOTHING FOR THE TROOPS. 

racter and projectile force of the guns at| Mr. ‘WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
present in Pretoria, and whether a list of | field): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
these can be laid before the House ;| of State for War whether the clothes of 
whether some of these guns have a range | the troops who have been some time on 
of over 10,000 yards; and whether the | active service are worn out and have not 
siege train sent out at the end of De-| been renewed; and why appeals have 
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been made to private sources for flannel | 


shirts and socks if the Government is 
supplying these articles. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Provision has been 
made for replacing any clothes worn out. 
No appeals for flannel shirts or socks have 
been made by the Government, but 
persons desirous of forwarding comforts 
to the troops have been informed that 
amongst other articles these things would 
be useful. 


GENERAL SIR FREDERICK 
CARRINGTON. 

Mr. COGHILL (Burton-upon-Trent) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether General Sir Frederick 
Carrington at the outbreak of the war 
placed his services at the disposal of the 
War Office ; and why, having regard to 
his great knowledge and prolonged ex- 
perience of South African warfare, his 
services were not in the first instance 
accepted. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The services of all 

officers are at the disposal of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and the fact of their 
applying ought not to, and does not, 
influence the order of their selection. 


COMMISSIONS FOR NON-COMMIS- 
SIONED OFFICERS. 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if he can say how many non-commissioned 
officers have been promoted to commis- 
sions for services in the field during the 
present war. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No recommenda- 
tions for the promotion of non-commis- 
sioned officers to commissions for services 
in the field during the present war have 
yet been received. Lord Roberts has, 
however, been recently asked to recom- 


mend men who have performed good and | 


meritorious service in the field. 


MAFEKING STATION-MASTER. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
will inquire whether Mr. James Quinlan, 
station-master at Mafeking, was shot in 
October by order of Colonel Baden- 


Powell ; and why the letter which Mr. | 


Quinlan addressed to an Irish Member 
vindicating his innocence was not allowed | 
to be forwarded. 


{6 FEBRUARY 1900} 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham. W.): The hon. and learned 
Gentleman is aware that this question 
relates to an alleged exercise of military 
authority, and under those circumstances 
it is not in my department. The question 
should be addressed to the War Office. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman knows that the War Office 
will not inquire, and now he says he will 
not inquire ; is that because this man was 
an Irishman ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 


think that the hon. and learned Gentle- 


| man shows his usual fairness in insinuat- 


ing that this is a matter which has not 
been dealt with because it is an Irish 
question. Perhaps, with reference to 
that, the House might like to have some 
account of Irish opinion, at all events, on 
the spot. I have received to-day from 
the Governor, Sir W. Hely-Hutchinson— 
who is himself an Irishman, I believe—the 
following telegram— 

«Mr. T. P. O'Meara, till recently member 
for Maritzburg, member of town council of 
Maritzburg, and prominent citizen, requests 
me to send you the following on behalf of him- 
self and brother Irishmen in Natal. Begins : 
‘Irishmen in Natal support Her Majesty’s 
Government. The supremacy of the Empire 
in South Africa must be placed beyond a 
doubt.’ ” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Would the right 
hon. Gentleman, out of consideration to 
the Irishmen of Natal who are supporting 
the Government, inquire into the shoot- 
ing of Mr. Quinlan ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 
Member misunderstood my reply to his 
question yesterday. What I stated was 
that I did not think it reasonable to 
address a question to Lord Roberts unless 
I myself was personally cognisant of the 
statement on which that question is based. 
If the hon. Member or any other hon. 
Member will supply me with those state- 
ments, then there is something to go 
upon, and I will make an inquiry. But I 
cannot intrude upon the time of a most 
distinguished officer on mere rumours, of 
which there are so many at this moment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : This statement— 
which was that the gentleman was shot, 
and that he forwarded a letter to an Irish 
Member before he was compelled to dig 
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his own grave—appeared in the English 
papers at the Cape. 


(Juestions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Will the hon. 


Gentleman supply me with the statements | 


so that I can act upon them ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
reasonable. I will do so. 


Mr. Rhodes’s paper. 


ATTITUDE OF THE ORANGE FREE 
STATE IN 1885. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness-shire) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
when it was that Sir John Brand, on 
behalf of the Orange Free State, pro- 
tested against the objects sought to be ob- 
tained by Sir Charles Warren’s Expedi- 
tion; and, if the communication is 
published, in what year it was published. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If this ques- 
tion refers to an interruption by me in 
the course of the speech of the hon. 
Member for the Bodmin Division of Corn- 
wall I have to say that, on looking at the 
report of the debate, I find that I misun- 
derstood the right hon. Gentleman and 
have to apologise accordingly. I thought 
he was referring to 1881. In 1885 there 
was great uneasiness in the Orange Free 
State, and her Majesty’s Government 
were anxious as to the attitude of the 
burghers. 


Dr. CLARK : Burghers of the Orange 
Free State ? 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 


ALLEGED a aoe AT THE 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether Mr. 
Barend du Plessis, a well-to-do farmer of 
the Hanover District, Cape Town, was 
arrested on the 10th of December last on 
a charge of high treason, based on the 
unsupported statement of a discharged 
native servant, and was kept in prison for 
ten days, and then set free, the Solicitor 
General declining to prosecute; and 
whether any compensation will be made 
to this gentleman. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : In reply to 


{COMMONS} 


That is very | 
It appeared in | 
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regard to the subject of the question, Sir 

A. Milner informs me “Case of Du 
| Plessis has not been brought to my notice, 
| but inquiries being made.” 


' 


SIR WILLIAM BUTLER. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
'§.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
| State for War is it the fact that when the 
question arose of occupying Northern 
| Natal as far as Dundee before the out- 
‘break of hostilities, Sir William Butler 
_was informed that this step was believed 
| to be desirable but that the decision was 

left to him, and was General Butler's 
refusal to exercise this discretion, by not 
occupying Northern Natal, one of the 
grounds on which he was deprived of his 
command at the Cape; when General 
Butler was appointed to command else- 
where did he express his disinclination to 
accept the command, and only yield on 
the urgent representation of the War 
Office and on the understanding that he 
would only occupy the new post for a 
year ; and does the acceptance by Sir 
William Butler of this appointment pre- 
clude him, except with the consent of the 
War Office, from defending himself from 
the charges levelled against him. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no 
ground for either of the allegations con- 
tained in the first paragraph of the hon. 
Member’s question. Sir W. Butler was 
offered the commandef the Western District 
on the 8th August. On the 10th August 
he declined the offer, explaining that he 
did not wish to risk possible embarrass- 
ment to his superior officers by accepting 
it. He was informed on the 12th August 
that his acceptance would cause no 
embarrassment, and he accepted the post 
on the 14th with thanks. There was no 
limitation of the Western District com- 
mand to one year, or any understanding 
to that effect. The appointment is for 
the ordinary period of five years, subject 
to the rules regarding age retirement, 
which do not appear likely to affect the 
tenure. Sir W. Butler’s acceptance of 
this command imposes no special dis- 
ability upon him. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Can a general 
officer in command explain his attitude 
with reference to public matters, except 


a telegram which I addressed to him with | with the consent of the War Office ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: A general officer, | I make the statement of our proposals to 
and every other soldier, is forbidden by , the House. 

the Queen’s Regulations to raise questions | 

upon orders, regulations, and matters of = yopryHUMBERLAND FUSILIER 
discipline. He is not debarred from the VOLUNTEERS. 
right of a private gentleman, and I may’ aye BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 
des = saga egg eg = i | Under Secretary of State for War whether 
a sa a be ad ‘ gn - 1 4 ©" the officers of the 1st Volunteer Battalion 
gn eet hi — nig SS te 8S | of the Northumberland Fusiliers made an 
and ee ee Sees Oe « Repes application to the War Office offering to 
informed by return that there were no equip their regiment with a Maxim gun 
ee _and all accessories thereto entirely at their 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: Was that 0W" ©st; and, if so, why this request was 
against Heneage, who called him a traitor ? | refused by the War Office. 


[No answer was given. ] *Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no trace 
E iis _of the receipt of such an application. 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War how many officers 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps are 
now employed in South Africa, and how 
many civil medical officers have been sent 
out to aid them; how many officers of 
the Royal Army Medical Corps are em- 
ployed at other foreign stations, and how 
many are at home stations ; and whether 
itis intended to employ any of the re- 
tired pay officers for duties in the United 
Kingdom. 


LONDON SCOTTISH VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I beg 

to ask the UnderSecretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that members of the 
London Scottish Volunteers whose offers. 
of service in South Africa have been 
accepted, to whom £1 has been granted 
‘towards their outfit, are only receiving 
9s. 6d., the balance of half a guinea 
having been deducted in each instance as 
the member’s subscription to the corps 
for the current year ; and in view of the 
| fact that these Volunteers are for the time 
being classed as soldiers on active service 
enrolled with the Gordon Highlanders, 
will arrangements be made for them to 
receive the £1 grant in full. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 368 officers of the | 
toyal Army Medical Corps are employed 
in South Africa, 377 at other foreign 
stations, and 111 at home ; 133. civil sur- | *Mr. WYNDHAM: The grant of £1 
goons are employed in South Africa, and | towards outfit was not a grant of public 
ee coh po see i her ‘Money, but out of the private moneys 
‘nae pay : ae! “| raised by the corps for this purpose, and 
y was, therefore, not under the control of 
ithe War Office. I understand, however, 
VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY GUNS. | that the ordinary sere. 8 to 33 ca 
Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the | “8 Tade optional on the part of volun- 
Under Secretary of State for War | ; 
whether the attention of the Government | 
has been drawn to a statement by Colonel | TRANSVAAL CONSUL AT DELAGOA 
Angus, commanding the Ist Newcastle- BAY. 
on-Tyne Volunteer Artillery, and similar) Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
statements by other Volunteer officers, |New Forest): I beg to ask the Under 
that the guns supplied to Volunteers are Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
of quite an obsolete pattern; and what | whether Her Majesty’s Government is 
steps are being taken to remedy this? aware that Mr. Pott, for many years the 
Transvaal Consul at Delagoa Bay, has 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Ihave not seen the | been actively engaged in assisting her 
statement referred to, but the guns of the | Her Majesty’s enemies, and whether at 
Volunteer Artillery are not of a recent | the same time Mr. Pott has been acting 
pattern. I shall refer to this matter when | as the agent of the Castle Steamship 
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Company which conveys mails and troops 
to the Cape and subsidies from Her 
Majesty’s Government ; 
steps have been taken to bring the im- 


Questions, 


portance of this to the notice of the | 


Imperial authorities in South Africa. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : 
Company has made arrangements for re- 
lieving Mr. Pott of the agency, and he 
will no longer have anything to do with 
the company’s business. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) . | 


Since what date ? 


[No answer was given. | 


THE GARRISON OF INDIA. 


Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if any 


steps are being taken to replace the | 
British troops who have been withdrawn | 


from India for South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Not at present, 
Sir. 


CIVIL SERVICE VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether, in the case of those 
members of the Civil Service Corps who 
have been accepted for active service in 
South Africa, the Government have 
declined to pay the salaries to which 
they would have been entitled had they 
remained at home. 


THE FINANCIAL 


ton): Civil servants who are accepted for 
active military service receive full mili- 
tary pay and allowances. Moreover, in 
the case of married 


to the Army separation allowance. In 
the case of every unmarried non-com- 


missioned officer and private and of every 
officer, whether married or unmarried, | 


the balance of his civil pay, after provid- 
ing for his duties during his absence, is re- 
served for him, but so that such balance 
together with his military pay does not 
exceed the full civil pay. 


{COMMONS} 


and whether | 


The Castle Line | 


SECRETARY To) 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- | 


non-commissioned | 
officers and privates half the civil pay is | 
paid to the wife and children in addition | 





Questions, 708 
{ FOOD STUFFS AS CONTRABAND OF 
7AR. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
,ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Her Majesty’s Government 
' intend to treat food as contraband of war 
| during the present war ; and if so, under 


what restrictions and limitations. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
'E.) said: Food stuffs as such have never 
| been considered by this country as contra- 

band of war. Food stuffs intended for 
|the supply of an army in the field are, I 
believe, by universal consent arfl inter- 
national law, regarded as contraband of 
war. 


| Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman explain what regulations the 
'Government intend to enforce, and on 
| what evidence they intend to determine 
the character of food stuffs landed at 
Lorenzo Marques ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Questions of 
fact, of course, are to be decided by the 
Prize Court. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it the intention of 
the Government to direct British cruisers 
to seize all cargoes of food stuffs going to 
Lorenzo Marques until their character is 
ascertained ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can make no 
declaration of policy with regard to that. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES ON ARTICLES 
SENT TO THE TROOPS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether in reference to the War 
Office circular of 9th December, 1899, en- 
' titled “Parcels for Officers and Men on 
| Active Service in South Africa,” the &e. 
‘in section 2, “Customs duties will not be 
charged in Cape Colony or Natal on 
tobacco, &ec., addressed to officers and 
men serving there,” means alcohol and all 
other taxable articles. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The following tele- 
gram has been received from Mr. Hamil- 
ton Gatliff, who has very kindly under- 
taken the distribution of gifts for the 
troops— 

“The privilege of free entry of gifts to 
| troops applies to articles arriving by parcels 
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post only. With regard to articles arriving | 
otherwise, the local Customs authorities will | 
consider the merits of each case with a view to | 
remission. Up to date all articles have had | 
free entry.” 


| 


The statement in the memorandum of 
December, 1899, was, it appears, a little | 
too wide. | 


NEWSPAPERS FOR THE FRONT. 


Mr. COGHILL: I beg to ask the. 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent-_ 
ing the Postmaster General, why news- 
papers and periodicals sent out from this | 
country to the officers and men of the 
Natal Field force have not been delivered 
to them ; and if he can say what has be- 
come of them. 


Mr. HANBURY: All newspapers and 
periodicals for the forces in Natal have 
been duly forwarded to the Army Post 
Office. If the hon. Member will be good 
enough to furnish definite information as 
to particular cases of non-delivery enquiry 
shall be made of the Army Post Office. 


ELECTORAL DISABILITIES (MILI- 
TARY SERVICE) BILL. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and | 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Secre-_ 
tary of State for the Home Department | 
whether he will take into consideration 
the desirability of extending the provi- 
sions of the Bill of which he has given 
notice, Electoral Disabilities (Military 
Service), so as to include members of the 
Army and Navy as well as those of the | 
other Forces named in the notice who 
may be absent on the Military service of 
the Crown. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror | 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. | 
WuitTE RIDLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool) : I | 
have not overlooked the point raised by my 
hon. and gallant friend; but I do not | 
think that it comes properly within the | 
scope of the Bill, which is not one for the 
extension of the franchise but is intended 
to deal with the consequences of an} 
unusual state of war, and not with those 
of ordinary military or naval service. | 

| 

GENERAL LAURIE: Would not the | 
military and naval Members of the | 
House who have gone to South Africa be | 
entitled to exercise the franchise if still | 
at home ? | 


{6 Fepruary 1900} 


j;and Commandant of the 
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*Srk M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes; but. 


there is a considerable difference between 
those serving the country by being called 


to India or other parts of the Empire in 


ordinary circumstances, and those who,. 
as on the present occasion, have volun- 
teered for foreign service. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Are not the 
special circumstances of this case equally 


|applicable to the Army and Navy as to 


these other forces ? 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: We 
had better discuss these questions when 
the Bill is introduced. All 1 wish to. 
point out is that this Bill is not intended 
to be an extension of the franchise ; it is 
to meet a special case, 


LEE-ENFIELD RIFLES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Lee-Enfield rifles recently issued were. 
previously tested ; and, if so, will he say 
where the tests were made ; and will he 
state who is responsible for having passed 
weapons with faulty backsights. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Lee-Enfield 
rifles recently issued had been inspected 
at the places of manufacture, Enfield, 
Birmingham, and London. The sighting 


'was approved in 1895 by the then 


Inspector-General of Ordnance on the 


‘advice of the late Director-General of 


Ordnance Factories, after trials carried 
out by the officers who were at the time 
Superintendentof the Small Arms Factory 
School of 
Musketry respectively, and on the recom- 


/mendation of the Chief Inspector of Small 


Arms. A strict inquiry into the origin 


| of the error in the sighting of these rifles 


has been instituted. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War if he will state 
the number of Lee-Enfield rifles which 


have been manufactured since its adoption 
and the number issued ; also whether the 


rifles bear any mark or stamp indicating 


| the place of manufacture ; and if they do 


not, will he consider the advisability of 
adopting a distinctive mark in future ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
Lee-Enfield rifles manufactured is about 
350,000, and that issued about 100,000. 
They all bear the marks referred to. 
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CASE OF HENRY URQUHART, 
GORDON HIGHLANDERS. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK : I beg to ask 


the Under Secretary of State for War | 


whether the attention of the War Office 
ihas been attracted to the case of Henry 
‘Urquhart, aged 73, formerly an officer in 
the Gordon Highlanders, said to have 
served in the Crimea, the Indian Mutiny, 
and in the North-West Provinces of India, 
and to have been specially mentioned in 
despatches for distinguished bravery, 
who, with his wife, aged 77, applied in 
January last to the Lambeth Guardians 
for relief upon the ground of destitution 
and the infirmity of age; and whether 
there isany fund at the disposal of the 
Government applicable to such a case ; 
and, if not, whether the Government will 


consider the desirability of establishing a_ 


fund which would obviate the necessity 
of such an appeal by old soldiers who 
have served the Queen. 


*TuE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WiLLiAMs, Birmingham, 5.) : If the offi- 
cer referred to is identical with William 
Henry Urquhart who sold out of the 17th 
Foot as a Captain in October, 1861, his 
ase is now being enquired into. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: The hon. 
4Jentleman has not answered the second 
part of my question. 


*Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS : That 
would depend on the result of the inquiry. 
‘There may or may not be. 
circumstances of the case will be looked 
into. 


RIFLE RANGES. 


Mr. F. W WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if he will supplement the 
return granted last session of rifle ranges 
closed in Great Britain by a further re- 
turn giving the names and localities of 
ranges so closed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem- 
her will specify any particular locality as 
to which he desires information, I will do 
my best to furnish it; but at the present 
period of pressure in the War Office I am 
reluctant to require a return which would 

-cause considerable labour. 
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to 


Questions. 
| CRIMEAN PENSIONERS. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he is aware that Irish 
Army pensioners and others, who have 
served over twenty years in the Army, 
the greater portion of which has been 
active service in Persia, India, China, and 
the Crimea, are now in many instances 
‘inmates of Irish workhouses, supported at 
the expense of the public rates, as also 
supported by public charity in such insti- 
tutions as the “Little Sisters of the 
| Poor”; whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment can see their way, by legislation or 
otherwise, to increase the pension of 
Crimean veterans and others beyond the 
sum of eightpence a day; and whether 
this question has been considered ; and, 
if so, with what result. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: If 
the hon. Member will send me the parti- 
culars of any case which has come to his 
notice I will cause inquiry to be made. 


Mr. FLAVIN: The hon. Gentle- 
man last October told the House the 
whole matter was under consideration. 


SUBSIDISED CRUISERS. 

Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty if he will 
have a return presented to the House 
giving the number, classification, and 
names of the ships subsidised by the 
Government for the purpose of being 
available as cruisers prior to October 
last. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The hon. Member 
will find the information he requires as to 
the vessels subsidised as merchant cruisers 
at page 93 of the Navy Estimates for 
1899-1900. 


COAL FOR THE NAVY—EMERGENCY 
CONTRACTS. 

*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty whether by the con- 
ditions of contract for the supply of steam 
vessel coals to the Government in times 
of emergency, the Lords Commissioners 
of the Admiralty are to be the sole 
judges of the circumstances constituting 
anticipated or actual war under which 
the contractors shall be called upon to 
supply ; whether any coal has ever been 
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taken by the Admiralty under any of such | 
emergency contracts ; whether any con- | 
paid for the! 


sideration money is 
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mission to Tonga; and if so, whether 
there is any objection to stating its 
purport. 


contract ; and if he can indicate the, 


circumstances contemplated in the con-, 


ditions of the emergency coal contracts 
under which coal would be taken. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The reply to the 
first and second paragraphs is in the 
affirmative—to the third paragraph in the 
negative, but the firms who have tendered 
have always defended the very high prices 
asked on the grounds that they are com- 
pletely in the dark as to when they may 
be called upon to supply. It is proposed 
before the next contracts are made to 
revise some of the conditions. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: May I ask the 


right hon. Gentleman—but, of course, I 


do not press the question if to answer it | 


will be inconsistent with the public 
interest — whether the Lords Com- 
missioners anticipate military operations 
are likely to lead to actual war in South 
Africa ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Ido not think that 
is a question 1 should be called upon to 
answer. 


THE COASTGUARD AND TELEPHONIC 
COMMUNICATION. 

Sirk CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 

Barnstaple): I beg to ask the First Lord 

of the Admiralty whether, when any of 


the coastguard in whose houses the coast . 


telephonic communication is placed are 
mobilised, any, and if so what, steps are 
taken to insure the proper working of 
the telephone during their absence. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The question of the 
hon. Baronet relates, I presume, to the 
civilian services rendered by the coast 
guard in charge of telephonic arrange- 
ments for life-saving purposes along the 
coast. The Admiralty and the Board of 
Trade are in cemmunication with each 
other on this subject. The organisation 
of the war signal stations is complete. 


ANGLO-GERMAN CONVENTION— 
TUNGA, 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Mr. Basil Thom- 
son has been despatched on a special 


the hon. Member will kindly postpone his 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. Mr. 
Thomson has been sent to Tonga to 
discuss with the King the change in the 
international position of the group effected 
by the Anglo-German Convention of 
November last. 


SAMOA. 


Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what is the latest consular information 
from Samoa as to the working of the new 
governing arrangements under the Anglo- 
German Convention, and the probabilities 
of a permanent acceptance of the new 
régime by the natives. 


*THe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 

FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford): The Tripartite 
Convention between Great Britain, 
Germany, and the United States 
with regard to Samoa was only ap- 
proved by the Senate on the 29th 
ult. The formal ratifications will be ex- 
changed without delay. Until this has 
been done, the Convention does net come 
into effect, and consequently German 
administration has not yet been esta- 
blisked in Upolu and Savaii 


BRITISH NORTH BORNEO. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 
the nature of the differences which have 
arisen between the native population and 
the Chartered Company of British North 
Borneo; have any efforts been made by 
the British North Borneo Company to 
discuss the grievances of the natives with 
a view to an amicable settlement, as on a 
previous occasion, when Mat Salleh deli- 
vered his sword to Mr. Cowie, the 
manager of the British North Borneo 
Company; will he state the nature of 
the expedition sent against Mat Salleh 
and his followers; and whether the 
expenses will be charged to the British 
taxpayer or to the British North Borneo 
Company. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am unable 
to answer this question without referring 
to the British North Borneo Company. It 
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question for a week, I hope then tobe! Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Have you 
in a position to reply. | any address from the loyalists there 
| 
No answer was given. 
JAMAICA LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. | ee 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I beg to| piowan von —a 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies PEN Dee Seen AT BREA AL 


whether he is aware that the Order in| Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
Council restoring to the Colony of | ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Jamaica a representative legislature, | Foreign Affairs whether he can state the 
passed on the 19th May, 1884, was | result of the negotiations with regard to 
accompanied with a despatch to the | the extension of the French concession at 
Governor of the Colony, Sir H. Norman, | Shanghai. 
from Lord Derby, the Colonial Secretary, | 7 
stating that Her Majesty’s Government | *Mr. BRODRICK: The main objections 
thought it undesirable that the Legisla- | entertained by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
tive Council should be so constituted as| ment to the extension of the French 
to place the elected members in a majority | settlement at Shanghai was due to the 
and the nominated members in a minority, | fact that certain British property was in- 
and trusting that it would be rarely if | cluded in the proposed French concession. 
ever necessary for the Governor to exer- | Satisfactory assurances have now been ob- 
cise the power of overruling the votes of tained from the French Government, by 
the elected members ; is he aware that, | Which all municipal regulations will be 
from 1884 till 1899, the extreme power | submitted to Her Majesty’s Minister at 
vested in the Governor, of raising the Peking before being enforced on British 
number of nominated members of the | subjects, and all titles to British property 
Council to the maximum, was never exer- | are secured. The Secretary of State con- 
cised ; whether, in 1899, the Governor of | sequently withdrew his opposition, and the 
Jamaica, with the sanction of the Colonial | extensions of both the French and the 
Secretary, appointed the full number of | Anglo-American or international settle- 
nominated members on the Legislative ments have now been arranged. 
Council in order to carry measures of 
taxation, the finances having become, ee ; . 
owing to bad seasons, temporarily em- RUSSIAN LOAN TO PERSIA. 
barrassed ; whether a petition to the; Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Queen, numerously signed by representa- | Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
tive men of the island of Jamaica, by Mr. Affairs whether he can state the condi- 
Adrian A. Robinson, President of the | tions of the Russian loan to Persia; and 
Jamaica Association and Mayor of King- | whether the customs of the port of Bender 
ston, protesting against the action of the Abbas are pledged to Russia under any 
Governor and the Colonial Secretary as | agreement. 
ultra vires and unconstitutional, has been | 
received ; and will he explain what justi-| *Mr. BRODRICK: The conditions of 
fication the Governor offered for so | the loan, as announced in the Messenger 
acting. | Officiel on January 30th, and published in 
the Journal de St. Pétersbourg of January 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The circum- | 31st, are :—-The payment of the interest 
stances referred to in the hon. Member’s | and sinking fund for the term of seventy- 
question are explained in Papers relating | five years is to be guaranteed by all the 
to the finances of Jamaica (9,177, Feb- | customs revenues of Persia, exclusive of 
ruary, 1899, 9,412, July, 1899, 9,413, | those of Fars and the Persian Gulf ports. 
July, 1899), which have already been laid 'In case of delay in the payments of the 
before the House, and in further corre- | service of the loan the Banque des Préts 
spondence which will be shortly laid. ‘is to have the right of establishing a 
‘control over the custom houses, the 
Mr. MacNEILL: Is it the fact that | revenues of which form the security 
the Constitution of Jamaica has been | for the loan. The Persian Government 
suspended 4 ‘engages to extinguish all its previous 
external obligations with part of the pro- 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. | ceeds of the loan, and not to conclude 
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without the consent of the Banque des 


Préts any fresh foreign loan until the loan | 


of 1900 has been extinguished. The 
Persian Government grants the Banque 
des Préts the right, if it thinks necessary, 
of placing on the money market bonds of 
the Persian Loan for the amount to which 
it is indebted, and bearing the full 
guarantee of the Russian Government. 
We have no ground for believing in the 
existence of any agreement to the effect 
mentioned in the second paragraph. 


THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE 
LICENSING LAWS. 


Sir J. LENG (Dundee) : I beg to ask | 


the Secretary of State for the Home | 
Department whether he has considered | 
the recommendations made in the reports | 


of the Royal Commission on the Licensing | 
and what course he proposes to | 


Laws ; 
take with regard to them. 


*Sirk M. WHITE RIDLEY : 

course given my best consideration to the 
recommendations in the reports of the 
Commission, but under existing circum- 
stances the Government can make no 
promise of legislation during the present 
session. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE—CATTLE 
IMPORTATION TO IRELAND. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I} 





ARY 1900} 


ri 


| prohibited the movement of animals into 
or out of ascheduled district or along any 
highway therein, and have imposed 
special restrictions in the areas imme- 
diately surrounding the infected places. 
I understand that the Irish authorities 
have suspended the importation of cattle 
into Ireland for the time being. The 
situation is a very grave one, but if agri- 
culturists generally will support the 
| efforts we are making, we may yet be 
|able to prevent the disastrous results 
_which must ensue if the disease becomes 


(Juestions. 718 





epidemic throughout the country. 


VETERINARY ADVISERS OF THE 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE, 
*Mr. JOHNSON-FERGUSON (Leices- 
tershire, Loughborough): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether he is aware that the number of 
veterinary advisers to the Board of Agri- 
culture has been reduced during the 


I have of | past year, by death or retirement, from 


three to one; and, whether, considering 
the important nature of the duties per- 
formed by these officials, it is his inten- 
tion to fill up the vacancies as soon as 
possible. 


*Mr. LONG: In addition to the Veteri- 
nary Inspectors at the Ports, whose 
services have always been drawn upon iu 
times of emergency, we have now at our 
entire disposal the services of six veteri- 








aie | 
ee sad cedlage ta gy jet ged tee on 5 inspectors in addition ye the chief 
Bihed : . |and assistant veterinary officers, as 
many outbreaks of foot and mouth disease | . ; 0 ERE 
have occurred among cattle in Great | a 10D eS es ‘Sir 
Britain, and the number of animals £0 | Leorve eal sa 1994. A vacane ‘aos 
affected, and what precautions are being! ,icen in the alii. ol pits Pao 
taken to prevent infection : and whether veterinary officer yer will: be Billed 
9 Paap eamegpin Mee. 2 cattle into Ire- without unnecessary delay, but in the 
oss a : meantime we have no difficulty in making 
Tae PRESIDENT oF THE: BOARD | eth for the work which requires to 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- | 
pool, West Derby): Three outbreaks of | 
foot and mouth disease have, I re:ret to); PASSENGER VESSEL REGULATIONS— 
state, occurred in the neighbourhood of | WRECK OF THE “MOHEGAN.’ 
Yarmouth. The number of animals} Sm CAMERON GULL: I beg to ask 
actually affected is thirty-six. Tue pre-|the President of the Board of Trade 
cautions prescribed by the Diseases of | whether his attention has been called to 
Animals Act and the Foot and Mouth | the following recommendations of the 
Order of 1895 are being carried out by | Court of Inquiry upon the wreck of the 
the local authorities acting in conjunction | “ Mohegan”: — (1) That they were 
with the staff of lay and veterinary | strongly of opinion that when a vessel 
inspectors, which was dispatched to the | was lighted with electric light she ought 


spot immediat-ly on the occurrence of | at night to have lighted and in an easily 
the first outbreak. In addition we have | accessible position oil lamps to take the 
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place of the ship’s lamps in case of failure | 
of the electric light. (2) That they were | 
also strongly of opinion that a lifeboat | 
should be swung out on each side of a_ 
passenger vessel while navigating the 
English Channel. And, if so, whether he 
has taken or proposes to take any and | 
what steps in the direction indicated by 
the Court of Inquiry. 


PRESIDENT or 


(uestions. 


*THE THE BOARD 


oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon): | 


Yes, sir. My attention has been called 
tothe recommendations referred to in the 


question, and they have received atten- , 
The regulations of | 


tive consideration. 
the Board of Trade require vessels fitted 
with electric side and masthead lights to 
be also supplied with oil lamps for use 
in case of failure of the electric system. 
These regulations were fully complied 


with in the case of the “ Mohegan,” but | 
the oil lamps (which were trimmed and | 


ready for use) were submerged and ren- 
dered inaccessible soon after the vessel 
struck ; and if they had been lighted 
they would have been extinguished. 
The statutory rules as to life saving 
appliances do not require a lifeboat to 
he swung out on each side of a passenger 
vessel while navigating the English 
Channel, and the Board of Trade are 
advised that under certain conditions 
such a requirement would be neither 
prudent nor practicable. 


LONG EATON LEVEL RAILWAY 
CROSSING. 

Sin WALTER FOSTER: T beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
an inquest held recently on a woman 
killed at the level crossing at Long Eaton 
Station on the Midland Railway, and to 
the verdict of the jury which described 
the crossing as most dangerous, and 
referred to the very inadequate means for 
passengers 4vishing to get across the line ; 
whether he is aware that several thousand 
persons use the crossing daily, and that 
representations have been frequently 
made to the Midland Railway authorities 
hy the District Council of Long Eaton as 


to the urgent need of a safer method of 


crossing the line; and whether he will 


communicate with the Midland Railway 
Company with a view of obtaining safer 


accommodation for the public. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir. 


of Trade communicated with the Midland 
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Company on the 5th of January, but 
have not yet received an answer. The 
company have been pressed for a reply. 
The hon. Gentleman is no doubt aware 
that there is a footbridge which pedes- 
trians can avail themselves of. 


WORKMEN'S TRAINS. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if it is the intention of the 
Government in dealing with the question 
of the housing of the working classes to 
take into consideration the necessity of 
amending the Cheap Trains Act, 1883, so 
as to make provision foranample serviceof 
workmen’strains at cheap fares between the 
central stations and the outer suburbs of 


all large towns, and thus remove one of 


the difficulties experienced in housing the 
working classes. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Large additional 
facilities have been afforded recently in 
the matter of workmen’s trains, and | 
am not satisfied that the present law is 
insufficient to secure the desirable object 
referred to by the hon Member. 


CATTLE TRANSIT IN| THE NORTH OF 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that on the Great Northern line, 
Ireland, it is the practice to detain cattle 
loaded at Kells or Navan for Drogheda 
until all the consignments for Belfast are 
taken away; and whether the Board of 
Trade can prevent, as a preferential treat- 
ment to consignors, the sending of live 
stock to the more distant terminus in the 
north. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have communicated 
with the Great Northern Railway Com- 
pany (Ireland), and they inform me that 
their arrangements for the conveyance of 
cattle from the fairs at Navan and Kells 
are framed so as to best meet the require- 
ments of the traffic, and that the stock 
which is going the long distance to Bel 
fast and is intended for shipment the 
same night has necessarily to be loaded 
and sent away earlier than that which is 
going the shorter distance to Drogheda. 
They also state that the cattle for Drog- 
heda is despatched at a proper time, hav- 
ing regard to its delivery to them and 
the completion of a train load, and that 
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they have received no complaints from 
any of the dealers or shippers. If any 
complaint on the subject is pressed, the 
jurisdication to deal with it would appear 
to be with the Railway Commissioners. 


FREE RAILWAY PASSES FOR IRISH 
MEMBERS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that in the British colonies mem- 
bers of the legislature have free travel- 
ling on railways ; and whether he is _pre- 
pared to consider the advisability of ex- 
tending this regulation to Irish Members 
of Parliament. 


Mr. RITCHIE: It would be useless 
for me, even if I deemed such an arrange- 
ment desirable, to consider the matter, as 
I have no power to give effect to my 
consideration should it result as desired 
by the honourable Gentleman. 


Mr. FIELD: Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will use his influence with the 
railway companies. 


CASE OF EMANUEL WILLIAMS. 

Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the cireum- 
stances under which Mr. Emanuel 
Williams, a chartered accountant of 
high standing in Manchester, was on 
the 19th of September last arrested and 
kept in prison for five days under a 
warrant granted, at the instance of the 
Treasury, by a magistrate of the Bulling- 
don Division of Oxfordshire, charging him 
with having written and sent to the Rev. 
George Moore five letters demanding with 
menaces certain money and a valuable 
security ; whether the Treasury before 
giving instructions for a warrant to be 
applied for caused inquiry to be made as’ 
to the cireun.stances under which the 
alleged threatening letters were written, 
or whether they relied merely on the 
letters ; and also whether they caused 
inquiry to be made as to Mr. Williams's 
character and position, with a view 


to ascertaining whether he could be 
depended upon to answer a summons ; 
whether he is aware that on the hearing 
of the case the prosecution withdrew two 
of the letters; that the prosecutor ad- 
mitted that he saw no threat in the third ;_ 
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and that with regard to the last letter, 
upon which the prosecution mainly relied, 
the presiding magistrate in dismissing the 
charge said it suggested no course which 
was not strictly reasonable and honour- 
able for anyone to have taken; and 
further stated that the magistrates re- 
gretted very much that Mr. Williams had 
been put to annoyance and inconvenience, 
and to the temporary deprivation of his 
liberty ; and whether the Treasury in- 
tend to reimburse Mr. Williams the costs 
he has incurred in defending himself. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
R. Wesster, Isle of Wight): The 


answer to the first and third paragraphs 
of my honourable and learned friend’s 
question is in the affirmative. As re- 
gards the second, before application was 
made for a warrant, full inquiries were 
made. I have most carefully considered 
the whole of the circumstances of the 
case, and there is in my opinion no 
ground for suggesting that the Treasury 
should reimburse Mr. Williams the costs 
he has incurred in defending himself. 


GALWAY POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that great 
inconvenience is occasioned by the late 
delivery of letters in Carna, Letterfrack, 
and other districts in Connemara, and if 
steps will be taken to cause an earlier and 
more punctual delivery of letters in those 
districts ; and whether he will institute a 
Sunday delivery of letters in Carna. 


Mr. HANBURY : Considering the ex- 
posed nature of the roads and the bad 
weather in the winter, there does not 
appear to have been avoidable delay in 
the recent working of the mail cars. The 
present arrangements involve an expendi- 
ture much in excess of the revenue, and 
increased expense for affording an accele- 
rated service is not warranted. In view 
of the deficiency of revenue a Sunday 
post to Carna would not be justified. 


TELEGRAPH DELAYS AT OLDHAM. 
Mr. RUNCIMAN (Oldham): I beg to 


_ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 


senting the Postmaster General, whether 
the Postmaster General has received 
representations from the Oldham Chamber 
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of Commerce as to the serious delays | 
experienced in telegraphic communication | 
between Oldham and London and the | 
South of England ; what steps are being | 
taken to remedy this grievance ; whether, | 
in view of the great commercial import- | 
ance of Oldham, the Postmaster General | 
has contemplated the necessity for direct | 


(Questions. 


telegraphic facilities being provided 
between Oldham and London; and | 


whether it is the only town in England 
with a population of over 140,000 which 
is not provided with a direct wire to 
London. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware that there is any 
general delay in the transmission of 
Oldham telegrams. He has been giving | 
very careful attention to the question 
of providing direct telegraphic facilities 
between Oldham and London, but he 
finds that the number of telegrams is not 
sufficient to justify a direct wire. The 
answer to the hon. Member's last ques- | 
tion is in the affirmative. The point to | 
be considered is, however, not the popula- | 
tion but the traffic. 


KILDARE POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the | 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that much delay is experienced in the 
delivery of letters to Straffan, Celbridge, 
and Kildare ; and whether he will cause 
inquiry to be made and a quicker system 
of delivery adopted. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 
presumably refers to applications which 
have been made for an additional delivery 
of letters at Straffan beginning at about 
10 o’clock at night. These applications 
have been fully considered, but inasmuch | 
as there is already a delivery commencing 
as late as 7.50 p.m,, the later delivery 
asked for would be of service to very few | 
residents in the neighbourhood, and the | 
Postmaster General does not consider that | 
such a delivery would be warranted. At | 
Celbridge there have, it appears, been | 
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PAUPER REMOVALS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been cailed to the grievance endured 
by the City of Dublin owing to the 
absence of any law of removal in the 
case of paupers and pauper lunatics such 


/as exists in England and Wales; and 


whether, in view of the fact that large 


‘numbers of those classes are chargeable 


on the rates of the City of Dublin and 
have no connection with it, he will con- 


sider the advisability of assimilating the 


law of the two countries, and so enable 


‘the charge of such to rest on their re- 


spective districts within Ireland. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.) (for Mr. G. W. Batrovur): 
The suggestion in the question is that the 
aw of settlement should be 
The Chief Secretary 


|is not aware that any representations 


have been made to the Local Government 
Board in favour of such a proposal, and 
he is unable to advise that it should be 
adopted. 


SALE OF EXPLOSIVES IN IRELAND. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 


new regulation has recently been issued 
to vendors of explosives to refuse to sell 
powder to road contractors for blasting 
purposes unless the person applying has 
procured a red license ; and whether, see- 
ing that it was the custom formerly to 


' give powder on any magistrate’s order, 


this regulation can be withdrawn and the: 
former state of things reverted to. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G.. W. 
BaLrour): No new regulation has been 
issued of the nature mentioned in the 
question. 


TO CARRY ARMS IN 


IRELAND. 


LICENCES 


some slight delays in commencing the | Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 


evening delivery, but arrangements are 
about to be made for ensuring greater 
punctuality in future. The Postmaster 


General is not aware that much delay has 
taken place in the delivery of letters at 
Kildare, but he will have inquiry made 
on the subject. 





free Chief Secretary to: the: Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland on what ground’ a 


| licence to carry arms has been refused to 


| Mr. James O’Neill, vice-chairman of 
— Board of Guardians ; whether 
| 


he is aware that three magistrates, in- 


| cluding, the High Sheriff fon 1900 for 
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County Longford, recommended him as | 
a fit and proper person to receive a | 
licence ; and whether, seeing that he 
stated he only required the gun to| 
destroy vermin on his land, an order | 
will now be given to Mr. Kilkelly, R.M., | 
to issue the necessary certificate forth- | 
with. | 
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with by the Land Judge with a view to 
their being sold under the 40th section, 
or of determining whether they were 
estates to which the provisions of that 
section apply. The return for the period 
between 1891 and 1896 is in course of 
preparation and is almost complete. The 
number of requests lodged with the Land 


Questions. 


/Commission under the section is 154; 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFOUR): The discretion of granting or | 
withholding a licence to carry firearms is 
vested by law in the resident magistrate, | 
who is the licensing officer, and it would | 
be contrary to the invariable practice to 
disclose the reasons which actuated him, 
in the exercise of his discretion, in refus- 
ing to grant a licence in any particular 
ease. Mr. Kilkelly has no recollection 
that the fact is as alleged in the second 
paragraph, and as regards the third para- 
graph the matter is not one calling for 
the interference of the Government. 


IRISH LAND COURT RETURNS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
down to what year returns have up to the 
present been made out for the Land 
Judge under the Rules made pursuant to | 
Sec. 40 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 
1896, of estates to which that section in 
the first instance apprlies ; how far the 
returns already presented have been gone 
through by the Judge in the regular 
course; how many requests have been | 
issued by the Judge to the Land Com- 
mission under the section; how many 
reports have been made by the Land 
Commission pursuant to such requests ; 
how many estates have been offered for 
sale to the tenants under the section and 
accepted by the tenants, and what the 
number of such tenants is, and the total 
amount of the purchase money; how 
many estates have been actually vested in 
the tenants under the section, and what 
the number of such tenants is; and 
whether the offer of sale to the tenants 
has been refused by them in any and 
what cases. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. | 
BaLrour): Returns, such as referred to, | 
have been prepared so far as they relate | 
to cases in which receivers were appointed | 
prior to 1891, and all the estates com- | 

; 2 | 
prised in these returns have been dealt 


the number of estates in which the Land 
Commission have made their reports to 
the Land Judge is 127 ; the number of 
estates in which orders of the Land 
Judge have been lodged with the Land 
Commission is 81 ; the Land Commission 
have made offers in the case of 74 estates 
to 1,247 tenants, of whom 1,101 have 
accepted these offers, and 146 have not 
accepted them, while advances amounting 
to £230,197 have been made to 802 
tenants for the purchase of their holdings 
on 54 estates. In the case of seven 
estates where the Orders of the Land 
Judge have been received and where 
offers have not be2n made, the offer are in 
course of preparation and some of them 
will be made within a few days. The total 
amount of the purchase money in the 
case of the 146 tenants who have not 
accepted the offers made to them is 
£49,778. 


BALDWIN’S ESTATE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
date when the request by the Land 
Judge for a report under Section 40 of 
the Land Act of 1896, in the case of 
Baldwin’s estate, was lodged with the 
Land Commission, and also the date 
when the valuation of the estate by the 
Land Commission for the purpose of the 
report was completed ; what has caused 
the delay by the Land Commission in 
reporting to the Land Judge ; and when 
their report will be presented. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 
FOUR): The request was lodged with the 
Land Commission on 8th April, 1899, 
and the valuation of the estate was com- 
pleted on 24th August. The report of 
the Land Commissioners was forwarded 
to the Land Judge on the 15th ultimo. 


FREEMANTLE AS A PORT OF CALL 
FOR AUSTRALIAN MAIL STEAMERS. 


Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
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Postmaster General, whether his depart- 
ment has any objection to Freemantle 
being made a port of call for the Aus- 
tralian mail steamers now that this 
harbour is capable of accommodating the 
largest steamers. 


Mr. HANBURY: The only objection 
is the slight loss of time in the passage 
to and from the Australian ports beyond 
Western Australia. This objection the 
Postmaster General does not consider 
serious, and at the request of the Aus- 
tralian Governments collectively, power 
was taken in the present mail contracts 
to require this change of the contractors 
on allowing them additional time for the 
détour. The Colonies are not now 
unanimous in desiring the change, and 
the Postmaster General understands that 
all save Western Australia object to the 
slight extension of time demanded by the 


contractors. The matter is still under 
consideration. 
MEMBERS’ ROOMS AT THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HARWOOD: I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works whether, 
especially in view of announced official 
changes, it is possible to improve the 
very inadequate accommodation now given 
to members in the reading, tea, and smoke 
rooms. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuc as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I have not lost sight of 
the question of the improvement of the 
accommodation in this House, but I am 
not yet in a position to make any detailed 
statement. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he can 
now state what he proposes shall be the 
course of business in the House imme- 
diately after the debate on the Address in 
reply to the Gracious Speech from the 
Throne is concluded. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The first: busi- 


ness of substance after the Address is 
concluded will be the introduction by my 
hon. friend the Under Secretary for War 
of supplementary Army Estimates con- 
nected with the war, and in introducing 
those estimates he will make the state- 
ment so anxiously expected both by the 
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House and'the-country upon the questions 

of home defence, which are agitating, or 
at all events deeply interesting, the public 
mind at. the present moment. I shall 
probably have to ask the House, before 
entering upon that business, to pass the 
ordinary sessional rule with regard to 
Supply, and I shall also have to ask them 
to give the Government facilities, with 
regard to financial business alone, in 
order that we may get through our 
necessary financial work before 31st 
March. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): Is it intended to take Tuesdays up 
to 31st March ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We shall have 
to ask facilities with regard to Tuesdays, 
but there is one Tuesday which I notice 
it is intended should be devoted to a 
motion connected with an inquiry into the 
raid. My right hon. friend the Secretary 
for the Colonies yesterday declined to deal 
with that subject in his speech, saying 
that he would reserve what he had to say 
for that motion to be brought forward. 
Under those circumstances it would be 
highly improper that the Government 
should impose any obstacle in the way of 
that motion being considered. 1 ought, 
however, to guard myself by saying that 
it may be necessary—it depends on the 
state of our financial work—to take a 
morning sitting on that Tuesday. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are vou going to 
take Wednesdays ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (QUEEN’S 
SPEECH—MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS). 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Before moving 
the first motion which stands on the 
Paper in my name, I wish to qualify a 
statement I made in answer to the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
North Louth, who asked me whether we 
proposed to take Wednesdays. We do not 
propose to take Wednesdays, but as there 
is financial business which must be passed 
before the 31st of March, it is con- 
ceivable, though I believe it is extremely 
improbable, that we shall have to ask 
for facilities with regard to Wednesdays. 
| I say that in order to guard against any 
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729 New Bills. 


unexpected contingency arise. 


Ordered, That the proceedings on the | 
Address in answer to Her Majesty’s 
Speech have precedence this day and _to- 
morrow of the Notices of Motions and of 
the other Orders of the Day.—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION 
FROM THE STANDING ORDER.) 
Ordered, That the proceedings on the 
Address, if under discussion at Twelve 
oclock this might, be not interrupted 
under the 6 4 Order sittings of the 
House.--(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


NEW BILL. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill to give the ratepayers the direct 
control of “the liquor traffic in their re- 
spective areas, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. John Wilson (Govan), Mr. Col- 
ville. Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. Souttar, 
Sir William Dunn, Mr. Hedderwick, Mr. 
M‘Leod, and Dr. Clark. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To give the ratepayers the direct 
control of the liquor traffic in their re- 
spective areas,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. 


[Bill 63.] 


VAGRANTS’ CHILDREN PROTECTION. 

Bill for the further protection of the 
Children of Vagrants, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Drage, Earl Perey, Mr. 
Birrell, and Mr. John Burns. 


CHILDREN PROTECTION 
BILL. 


VAGRANTS’ 


“For the further protection of the 
Children of Vagrants,” presented, and 


read the first time ; to be read a second 

time upon Monday next, and to be 

printed, [Bill 64.] 

VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS (GRANTS IN 
3 AID). 


Bill to enable School Boards in certain | 
county boroughs to make grants in aid | 


{6 FEBRUARY 1900} New 


charge of breach of faith, should that | 
| other purposes, ordered to be brought i in 


| VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS 


| Evans, Mr. 


February, and to be printed. 


| presented, and read the first time ; 





Bills. 730 
of efficient Voluntary Schools ; and for 


‘by Mr. Lawrence, Sir James Fergusson, 
Mr. W arr, Sir John William Maclure, 
| Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. David Maclver, and 
Sir George Fardell. 


(GRANTS IN 
AID) BILL. 


“To enable School Boards in certain 


| county boroughs to make Grants in Aid. 


of efficient Voluntary Schools; and for 
other purposes,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 65.) 


REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS. 
Bill to amend the Law relating to the 


| qualification and Registration of Electors 
‘at any election in England and Wales 


ordered to be brought in 1 by Mr. M‘Kenna, 
Sir William Harcourt, Mr. Samuel 
3rynmor Jones, Mr. Alfred 
Thomas, and Mr. D. A. Thomas. 


REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS BILL. 
“To amend the Law relating to the 
(Jualification and Registration of Electors 
at any election in England and Waies,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 19th 
[ Bill 68. | 


VALUES TAXATION 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill for the Taxation for local purposes 
of Land Values in burghs in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Charles 
Cameron, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. John Wilson, 
Mr. Provand, Dr. Clark, and Mr. Colville. 


LAND 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

“ For the taxation for local purposes of 
Land Values in burghs in Scotland,” 
to be 
W ednesday, 

[ Bill 66. | 


read a second time upon 
21st March, and to be printed. 


LIQUOR TR: opty LOCAL VETO 
(WALES). 

Bill to enable owners and occupiers in 
Wales to have effectual control over the 
Liquor Trattic, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Herbert Roberts, Mr. Brynmor 
Jones, Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. Lloyd- 
|George, Mr. Herbert Lewis, and Mr. 
| Griffith. 
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Wales to have effectual control over the 
Liquor Traffic,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
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pointment ; the temper and the mettle of 


_our people has been put to the severest 
“To enable owners and occupiers in | 


Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. | 


(Bill 67. ] 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[SixTH Day’s DEBATE.] 


Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [30th January] 
to Question [30th January], ‘“ That an 
humble Address he presented to Her 
Majesty, as followeth : 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most ‘dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to offer 
our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment.” —(Captain Pretyman.) 


And which Amendment was 


* At the end of the Question, to add the words, 
‘But we humbly express our regret at the 
want of knowledge, foresight, and judgment 
displayed by Your Majesty’s advisers, alike, 
in their conduct of South African affairs since 
1895, and in their preparations for the war now 
proceeding.’ ”—( Lord Ediwond Fitzmaurice.) 

Question again proposed—-“ That those 
words be there added.” 


Debate resumed. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): Iam 
aware that the initiation and continuance of 
this debate is regarded by some people, 
whose judgment is entitled to respect, with 
great disfavour. It is even represented 
as the device of a factious Opposition, 
anxious by one and the same expedient 
to cloak its own domestic dissensions 
and to create in the eyes of the world 
the appearance of a divided nation. I 
repudiate that charge with all the em- 
phasis that I can command, and in sup- 
port of that rapudiation I am not afraid 
to appeal to the experience of the last 
three months. The times have been 


trying ; confident hope has had to give 
way to 


bitter and reiterated 


disap- 


test that any of us can recall. During 
those anxious weeks the voice of party 
has been stilled, and we of the Opposition 
have done what in us lay, by silence or, 
where it seemed fitting and necessary, by 
speech, to the best of our ability to main- 
tain the unity of the national front and 
the height of the national resolve. I am 
not claiming any*credit for us on that 
account, and I trust and believe that the 
party opposite, in a like case, would have 
done the same by us, had we for the time 
being been the trustees of the national 
fortunes. But it is not a little singular 
that the accusations to which I am re- 
ferring come with the greatest vehemence 
from quarters from which less than a 
month ago, in the very darkest hour of 
the war, a torrent of denunciation was 
being daily poured, without stint, with- 
out scruple, and I will add without 
shame, upon our statesmen in the Cabinet, 
and even upon our generals in the field. 
In that noisy demonstration of panic 
and clamour I am glad to remember 
that not a single Member of the 
Opposition condescended to take part. 
We are theréfore, I think, entitled to the 
presumption that in raising this debate 
we have not been animated by a reckless 
spirit of partisanship, and that we have 
not forgotten the obligations of patriotic 
reserve. [ will gofurther and say, as my 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouthshire said last night, that if we 
had not raised the debate we should have 
been abdicating the functions which it is 
the primary business of the Opposition to 
discharge. What was the situation in 
which the country found itself when 
Parliament met? We had been engaged 
for over three months in a war which, 
for the reversal of expectations, for the 
bewildering exhibition of inexplicable 
strategy, and for the almost unbroken 
series of reverses and disasters, has 
no parallel in our history since the days 
of the administration of Lord North. 
And, while this disquieting and baffling 
spectacle was unfolding itself before the 
eyes of the people, what was the attitude 
and what have been the declarations of 
Her Majesty’s Ministers? We have had 
alarums and excursions at Leicester; we 
have had rambling apologetics at 
Manchester; and we had, only a 
week ago—as lately as the first night 
of the session — declarations from 
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the two leading Ministers of the 
Crown in the two Houses of Parlia- 
met hopelessly at issue and irreconcil- 
able one with the other on elementary 
and yet vital questions of fact. I appeal 
to any candid and _ fair-judging man— 


whether he sits in this House or whether | 


he walks the streets—if in such a situa- 
tion it was not both the right and the 
duty of the Opposition to challenge the 
Executive Government to give an account 
of their stewardship. 
with what my right hon. friend said last 


night that the course which we have | 


taken is in strict accordance with the 
principles of the Constitution as they have 
been understood and practised by all the 


great statesmen of either party in the | 


past. I know that the British Constitu- 


tion is for the moment out of favour, not | 
only with professors of poetry and the | 


melancholy tribe of idealists, but out of 
favour with the leading Members of Her 
Majesty’s Government. 
choly state of things when the Prime 
Minister and the Constitution fall out 


with one another ; but, as Lord Salisbury 
has already made a public apology to his 


other befe noire—the Treasury—I[ think 
we may cherish the hope that before 
many days are over he will 
don the white sheet, 
same handsome fashion, “make it up” 
with the British Constitution. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary for War, 
in his brilliant and powerful speech the 


other night, appealed to us in his closing | 


sentences, and spoke of this House by the 
title of “ Mother of Parliaments.” Yes, 
but before this 


it still is, and 
always continue to be, “The Grand 
Inauest of the Nation.” Sir, this debate 
has developed, as it might have been ex- 
pected to do, differences of opinion as to 
the apportionment of responsibility for 
the outbreak of the war. 
affectationon my part to deny the existence 
of such differences, though I think when 
they come tobe examined they will be found 
to he differences not of principle, nor even 
of policy, but differences for the most part 
as to the true interpretation of a series of 
historical events. But I shall imitate the 


frankness of those who have preceded 
me, and, asI believe it to be the duty of 
everybody who rises in debate to support 
this Amendment, I shall, if the House 
will permit me, in two or three sentences 


{6 FEBRUARY 1900} 


I agree entirely | 


It is a melan- | 


again | 
and, in the} 


The hon. | 


House enjoyed the | 
privileges of motherhood it was, what | 
what I hope it will | 


It would be | 
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| endeavour to make clear my own position. 
| Speaking to my own constituents in the 
|early days of the month of September, 
| when the negotiations were just reaching 
| their most critical state, and with the in- 
| formation which I then possessed —think- 
ing, I believe, with nine-tenths, nay, | 
| might say 99-100ths, of my fellow-country- 
|men, that a war such as this was an 
| unthinkable catastrophe—-I expressed the 
| opinion that if such a war were to break 
out it would be a reproach to statesman- 
'ship and a calamity to South Africa. I 
had that opinion then ; I hold it still. I 
| do not belong to either of the fashionable 
schools of fatalism. Ido not think that 
the epithet “inevitable,” in the sense in 
which it is commonly employed, is any 
| more applicable to the outbreak of this war 
than it is to the blunders and disasters 
which have attended its prosecution. I 
| never heard and never read in history of 
,a war which could not have been avoided 
by the exercise upon both sides of two 
very commonplace but not very common 
qualities—good sense and good faith. I 
say, upon both sides ; because if it is true 
that it takes two to make a quarrel, it is 
equally true that it may take two to avoid 
it. [am going to speak my own convictions. 
I know they are not shared by all those 
who sit around me. But I wish to affirm 
'two propositions, not as covering the 
entire ground, or exhausting the case 


two propositions to which I should 
like to appeal for almost general 
assent. The first proposition is that 


this war was not intended nor desired by 
the Government of Great Britain. It is a 
totally different question whether other 
steps should have been taken to avoid 
it; but the absence of any such intention 
or desire is in my opinion, I would not 
say a justification, but is the only 
explanation of the state of military 
unpreparedness in which we found 
ourselves. My second proposition—I do 
not know whether it will meet with an 
equally general assent-—is that this is a 
war which should and could have been 
avoided by President Kruger. Proposals 
were put forward at a very early period 
in the month of September, and urged 
upon his acceptance, not only by Her 
Majesty’s Government, but by men 
belonging to every shade and school of 
political opinion in this kingdom, as on 
the one hand perfectly compatible with 
the maintenance of the independence of 
his own State, and on the other hand 


Nivth Day. 
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an instalment—a proper and _legiti- 
mate instalment—of the long-delayed and 
over-due debt of justice to the British 
population in the Transvaal. If these pro- 
posals had been accepted there would 
have been no war. They were rejected, 
and that rejection was followed by 
demands which were known to be im- 
possible, and intended to be refused, and 
by the invasion and the annexation of 
British territory. Mr. Speaker, if I 
thought that the negotiations carried on 
hy our Government had been a mere 
cloak and a pretext ; if I thought that 
they had behind them the ulterior, 
though unavowed, purpose of sapping the 
independence and paving the way for the 
annexation of the Transvaal ; if I thought, 
worse than all, that Her Majesty’s 
Government had allowed themselves 
to become the dupes and the tools, 


conscious or unconscious, of a gang 
of interested speculators; why, then, 


despite the invasion of British territory, 
despite the loss of British life, I do not 
think I should have been able to reconcile 
it with my conscience to vote for a single 
halfpenny for the further prosecution of 
this war. But that is not the opinion, | 
helieve, either of the House of Commons 
or of the great majority of the people of 
this country. It is because it is not 
their opinion that, however much many 
of us may find to criticise and even con- 
demn in the conduct of the negotiations 
with the Transvaal, we are, as regards 
the duty and the necessity of carrying on 
the war, a united Parliament and a united 
people. Sir, the Colonial Secretary last 
night put to me and to others this ques- 
tion: “How,” he said, “holding the 
views that you do as to the origin of the 
war, can you with logic and consistency 
impeach the knowledge, the foresight, 
and the judgment of the Government ?” 
I am not embarrassed by the challenge. 
It is one thing to assert, as I am pre- 
pared to do, for the reason I have given to 
the House, that this war was, in the last 
resort, forced upon us, and that we can 
engage in it with clean hands and a clear 
conscience. It is another and a totally 
(lifferent thing to approve or condone the 
methods, the temper, and the judgment 


with which, from time to time, our 
part in this adventure’ has _ been 
handled and our case presented to 
the world. For my part, I am 


prepared to maintain, nor do I think it 
can be seriously denied, that there have 


Mr. Asquith. 
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been at various stages from the beginning 
almost up to the end of these transactions, 
a demonstrable lack of both insight and 
foresight. Sir, the House of Commons 
would be justly indignant with me were 
I, at this stage of the debate, to travel in 
familiar and much-trodden 


the Queen’s Speech, 


detail over 
ground. I will, therefore, indicate only 


in the broadest outline two or three of 
what seem to many of us to be the salient 
features of the case. In the first place 
who can deny—does anybody deny ! 

that the Government, from 1895 down to 
the present day, has done little or nothing 
to mitigate, and not a little to intensify, 
the temper of suspiciousness on the 
part of the Boers, which has been 
such a serious and dangerous factor in the 
whole business? The Boers chafed, as 
the right hon. Gentleman very justly 
told us last night—they chafed from the 
first at the fetters imposed on their re- 
stored independence by the Conventions 
of Pretoria and London. All along they 
have suspected us of a design of still 
further curtailing that independence. 
Sir, I believe from my heart that no re- 
sponsible statesman in this country 
ever had any such purpose. But that was 
all the more reason tor not giving that 
temper of suspicion and distrust any 
colour or pretext. I won't go over again 
the story told so often in this debate, ot the 
raid, and the inadequate punishment of 
those who took part in it; of the inquiry 
cut short, just at the point, remember, 
when on the assumption of Imperial com- 
plicity, it was convenient and even neces- 
sary to stop it; of the public and 
forma! rehabilitation of the chiet offender. 
I say it is impossible for any man who 
impartially reviews these facts, realising 
on the one hand the pre-existing and not 
unnatural temper of the Boer population 
themselves, and, on the other hand, 
the ambiguous treatment which that 
criminal adventure had meted out to it by 
the Government of this country, to deny 
that there is one point on which we must 
necessarily convict the Government of 
want of foresight and judgment. I pass on 
toa later date, when we began our negotia- 
tions for the redress of the grievances of 
the Uitlanders. Have we not there also 
fresh evidenve of the same defects? For 
my part, I think the Government were not 
only entitled but bound to take up the 
case of the Uitlanders. I go further, and 
say that having taken up the case they 
should have persevered effectually to the 
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end. But they ought to have known, 
they must have known, when they entered 
on these negotiations at that time, | 
that they were entering on slippery 


ground. They knew of the armaments | 
of the Transvaal; to use Sir Alfred | 
Milner’s phrase, the Transvaal had 


been converted into an armed camp. 
They knew of the defensive treaty be- 
tween the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State, and experience I think shows that 
the difference between a defensive and an 
offensive alliance is not so great as the 
Under Secretary for War supposes. They 
knew further that we were at a distance 
of 7,000 miles from the possible scene of 
action, that two of our colonies were prac- 
tically denuded of all means of defence, and 
that mobilisation and transport of troops 
would take weeks and even months. I have 
said that in my belief the Government 
(id not desire or intend to go to war, but 
war, aS Was now admitted, was always 
possible. Then why was nothing done, 
as admittedly nothing was done, to safe- 
guard the territories of our two colonies 
trom this invasion? [will not say much, 
indeed, I will say nothing, about the nego- 
tiations, or about that curious running 
commentary of speeches by which they 
were accompanied both in and out of 
Parliament. That is a topic already suffi- 
cently dealt with. The right hon. 
gentleman’s despatches and speeches are 
now the property of the recording angel 
of history. Litera seripta inanet ; what 
would he not give for the chance of 
editing them to-day ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I would not alter a 
word, 


*Mr. ASQUITH: If I were in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s place I would give 
a great deal to have the chance of un- 
dotting some of the i’s, of uncrossing 
some of the t’s, of erasing an epithet 
here, and expunging a metaphor 
there. I pass from that subject to the | 
preparations that were made for war 
when war had become probable and even 
imminent. It is not necessary at this 
stage of the debate to labour the point. 
One of the most useful results of this 
debate has been that the pleas, the 
excuses, and the apologies of the 


Government have, one after another, 
The theory of 


heen thrown away. 
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| necessary ignorance was 


| There 
‘entanglement of Ladysmith. 
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followed by 
inevitable accident. 
Both are now abandoned. The Under 
Secretary for War in his admirable 
speech admitted errors of judgment which 
were patent to all the world with a 
candour which made all the more impres- 
sive and convincing the answers to the 
charges which he was able to give. The 
Colonial Secretary repeated the admis- 
sions. The First Lord of the Treasury has 
told us that the disasters and reverses of 
this campaign could be traced to the initial 
blunder the “unhappy entanglement 
at Ladysmith.” What was the origin of 
that unhappy entanglement? I hope the 
House has read the White Paper which 
contains the correspondence with the 
Government of Natal, but in case it has 
escaped the attention of any one, I 
will trouble the House with two of 
the documents that appeared in that 
book. Early in May the Governor 
of Natal had informed the High Com- 
missioner that the Ministers of Natal 
were nervous at the prospect of war. The 
Governor had told the acting Prime 
Minister he had no reason to anticipate 
hostilities, but if the British Government 
found it necessary to advance fair and 
reasonable demands, the Natal Govern- 
ment ought to give the British Govern- 
ment unwavering support. The Minister 
replied that he would gladly do as the 
Governor suggested, but he feared the 
consequences to Natal if the British 
Government drew back after all. On 
May 25th Sir Alfred Milner telegraphed 
to the Secretary of State :— 

“T have telegraphed following to the 
Governor :—‘ You can tell the Minister from 
me that it is out of the question that any 
invasion of Natal should be tolerated by Her 
Majesty’s Government.’ Such an event is 
highly improbable, I think, but Natal would 
be defended with the whole force of the 
Empire.” 

On May 28th, a most important date, the 
Secretary of State sent a telegram to the 
High Commissioner, in which he said: 
“T approve of your message to the 
Governor of Natal referred to in your 
telegram of May 25.” That meant that 
the Secretary of State, on behalf of Her 
Majesty’s Government, confirmed the 
assurance given to the Ministers of Natal 
that the invasion of that colony would be 
resisted by the whole force of the Empire. 
is the secret of the unhappy 
I should 
like to know, and the country is entitled 


Sixth Day. 


the theory of 
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to know, whether the Colonial Secretary | which has no attraction for me, or, I 


consulted the War Office before he gave 
that assurance. Of course, from what we 
now know, the first thing the War Oftice 
would have said was, “ It is a mad pledge. 
We cannot defend Natal. The whole of 
Northern Natal must be exposed.” What 
happened? The Ministers of Natal, 
relying upon that pledge, were very in- 
dignant when Laing’s Nek was abandoned ; 
they were indignant when Neweastle was 
abandoned ; and even the occupation of 
Glencoe and Dundee did not satisfy their 
demands. It was impossible for the 
Government, after giving an assurance of 
that kind, to retire from Ladysmith and 
leave the whole of Northern Natal at the 
mercy of an invading force. I pass with 
a sense of relief to the present time. The 
position at this moment has been described 
by the Prime Minister as a position of 
humiliation. I do not cavil at the word, 
but I venture to say, and here I think I 
shall have the general agreement of the 
House, that there is no ground in any- 
thing that has happened in the past, or 
in anything that we can contemplate 
at present, for the croakings of pessi- 
mism, or for the shivering fits of panic. 
The Colonial Secretary, in an eloquent 
passage of his speech last night, enume- 
rated the resources still unexhausted, still 
unimpaired, which this country has at its 
disposal. I will only refer to two. First and 
foremost—it is the thing, I think, which 


strikes the imagination of us all—there | 


is the valour and discipline, doubted 


beforehand by not a few critics, but | 


abundantly demonstrated by the war, of 
the common soldier. Politicians and 
generals may have set him an impossible 
task. He has shown that the 
“impossible” has for him no meaning, 
and he has exhibited qualities which have 
not only kindled the grateful pride of his 


word | 


believe, forthe vast majority of my country- 
men, except as an expression, not of a 
policy of menace, of aggression, of sub- 
jugation, but of an ideal which can only 
be realised by the loyal co-operation for 
common purposes of free and self-governing 
communities. But great asare our resources, 
greater still is the responsibility of those 
who direct them. The Colonial Secretary 
challenged us last night to state our view 
of the end that was to be attained. | 
speak only for myself, but I believe I re- 
present the feeling of many other hon. 
Members when I say that the end to be 
aimed at is, first and foremost, that you 
| should have, not a patched up, but a 
|durable peace; next, that it must be 
/ such a settlement as will, at any rate, 
safeguard our colonies against the risk 
of further invasion or menace ; further, 
that it must secure for both races 
throughout South Africa equal rights ; 
and lastly, but not less important, the 
guiding principle being not superiority 
but equality, it must not replace the 
ascendancy of one race by the ascend- 
ancy of another. The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of an __ inherent, 
and as he seemed to suggest ineradicable, 
antagonism between the ideas and 
aspirations of the Boers and the Britons. 
For my part, I believe that antagonism to 
| be the artificial creation, the transient 
‘and removable result of accident and 
circumstance. I look forward to the 
'time when at the end of this calamitous 
strife Dutch and British, forgetting their 
| animosities, bound together by ties of 
;common interest and mutual respect, 
enjoying in like measure both the 
discipline and the privileges of freedom, 
will be found living and labouring side 
by side under the shelter of equal laws in 
a union which no man can put asunder. 








countrymen, but have conquered the re- | 


luctant admiration of the whole world. 


Next, in the spontaneous and enthusiastic | 


loyalty and support of our self-governing 
colonies we have been made to realise— 
and this, perhaps, is the greatest compen- 
sation, if there is any compensation, for 
the war —that our Empire is not a name or 
asentiment merely, but that it is a fact and a 
force. The word “Imperialism ” has been 
bandied to and fro, now as a symbol, now 
as a missile, in the course of this debate. 
In my judgment, Imperialism is a word 
of goud or of bad omen according to the 
way in which it is defined. It is a word 


Mr. Asquith. 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham): My excuse, 
Sir, for rising is to say that I deeply 
regret from the bottom of my heart that 
| this country has become involved in war 
| with the South African Republic. I am 
not going so far as some hon. members, 
who assert that it will produce not only 
disaster to the Transvaal, to the Orange 
Free State, and the whole of South 
Africa, but to the whole of the British 
Empire as well. I am bound to say that 
in order to avoid this war I would 
have gone much further in the direc- 
| tion of conciliation, and possibly in the 














741 


way 
suck 
two 
and 

war’ 
Octe 
heer 
beer 
to d 
into 
fres] 
the 

mer’ 
man 
hefo 
do 1 
reali 
selv 
do t 
ance 
is u 
was 
wha 
the 

befo 
how 
futu 
well 
that 
thor 
conc 
thar 
wha 
gain 
Afri 
a pa 
with 
you 
WOr: 
Con 
now 
victs 
the | 
hold 
achi 
feel 

is t 
stro! 
mus 
that 
ther 
Afri 
mili 
wer 
asa 
the 

men 
play 
part 
bein 
facts 








740 


1 ae | 
ntry- 
of a 
sub- 
only 
n for 
ring 
Irces, 
those 
etary 
view 
ie | 
[ re- 
hon. 
to be 
you 
ut a 
t be 
rate, 
risk 
ther, 
races 
rhts ; 
the 
ority 
the 
cend- 
hon. 
rent, 
rable, 
and 
tons. 
3m to 
sient 
and 
the 
itous 
their 
4s of 
pect, 
the 
dom, 
side 
VS ill 
ler. 


Cuse, 
eply 
that 
| war 
I am 
bers, 
only 
ange 
outh 
‘itish 
that 
rould 
lirec- 
n the 











741 Address in Answer to 


way of compromise, to have achieved | 
such a result as would have enabled the | 
two peoples to live side by side happy 
and prosperous. We were looking for- 
ward in the contemplation of peace, in | 
October, before one drop of blood had— 
been shed and before the ultimatum had | 
heen issued, but our hopes were doomed 
to disappointment. I am not going back 
into the past; I am not going to raise any 
fresh discussion upon the manner in which 
the negotiations were conducted, upon the | 
merits of our diplomacy, or the states- 
manship exhibited by the Government 
before the war. What I feel we ought to 
do now, in the House of Commons, is to 
realise the position in which we find our- 
selves. Nobody deprecates more than I 
do the commencement and the continu- 
ance of this deadly strife, but the contest 
is upon us. In my opinion the struggle 
was forced on us by the Boers, but 
whatever may be our views as to how 
the war arose, the question immediately 
before us is, how do we stand 
now? Is it not essential to our 
future position in South Africa, as 
well as to our position in the world, 
that victory to our arms should be 
thorough and complete? Sir, I cannot 
conceive anything more _ disastrous 
than an incomplete success. Because 
what would that mean? You would have 
gained in your desire to govern in South 
Africa, not a democratic Parliament, but 
a party animated by Dutch feeling ; and, 
with a foreign Power in close proximity, 
your position would have been infinitely 
worse than anything we have yet seen, 
Considering, then, the state of affairs as it 
now exists, it behoves us to make our | 
victory final and complete. I think | 
the Government would be very unwise to | 
hold their hands in the event of our | 
achieving some successes. We must all | 
feel that in the struggle now going on it | 
is to decide which of the two is the 
stronger—Briton or Boer. The issue 
must provide no uncertain answer. I say | 
that as much for the good of the Boers | 
themselves as for the good of South | 
Africa. Now, Sir, I am not going into the | 
military considerations and plans_ that | 
were laid before the war; but I do say, | 
as a humble observer of events, that when | 
the Government and the War Depart- | 
ment are censured as if they had dis- | 
played weakness, or incapacity, for my | 
part I think that so far from that | 
being the case, the indications and the 
facts point to the contrary conclusion. 


{6 Fesruary 1900} 


| country. 


| commentators in the press. 
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Until war broke out I had no idea what- 
ever of the military strength of our 
It was said, not so very long 
ago, that we could not put a vast army 
in the field such as our Continental 
friends are able to do ; but now we have 
it in evidence that within a period of 


| three months of the outbreak of the war, 


we had sent across the sea 180,000 men, 
and that before many more weeks 
are over we shall have a force in 
South Africa of nearly 200,000 men. I 
say that a military department which can 


establish a record like that is worthy not 


of censure, but the highest praise. There 
is no country in Europe which can see 
without surprise the enormous resources 
at our command. ‘To talk, therefore, of 
the slowness of our organisation and the 
incapacity of our War Department— 
when within a very few weeks of the war 
breaking out the men who, only the other 
day, marched out from Knightsbridge 
barracks, are now storming — the 
heights on the Modder River or across 
the Tugela—is so much idle nonsense. It 
is a military feat of the most remarkable 
kind, and exhibits the truth that our 
military strength is far greater than many 
of us had dreamed of. I must say that 
having spoken after the right hon. Gentle- 
man the late Home Secretary, who has 
just addressed us, and following on the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for the Berwick Division, I[ fail to see 
why it is they take such a step as that of 
supporting a vote of censure at the present 
time. The hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Berwick Division seems to me, to 


/use a well-worn phrase, to have “found 


salvation” in the speech of my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury at 
Manchester. After reading that speech, 
I am bound to say that I fail to find there 
the terrible things imputed to it. There 
are in the speech itself none of the 
terrible atrocities attributed to it by 
I think the 
original text of the speech has been 
almost entirely concealed, if not wholly 
obliterated, by the efforts of these 
commentators. One of them went so 
far as to say that the right hon. 
Gentleman had professed himself abso- 
lutely indifferent to the interests of the 
Empire. This, I say, is not fair comment, 
especially in view of the extraordinary 
feeling of excitement of the time. It is 
only fair—to employ a legal simile in 
reference to this criticism of the right 
hon. Gentleman—to state not only what 


Sixth Day. 
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the prisoner at the bar says, but what | 


he does; and I repeat that to say that 
the right hon. Gentleman and the other 
members of the Government are in- 
different to the best interests of the 
Empire at a crisis like this, when they 
are making greater efforts than before, 
and have accomplished the organisation 
and despatch of a military force unprece- 
dented in the history of the country, is 
simply criminal. The newspapers which 
have suggested that our leading Cabinet 
Ministers are triflers are the critics who 
are weakening us in the face of the 
world. I am at a loss to know what 
conceivable purpose can be gained by 
pressing this matter to a division. We 
are all agreed as tothe policy which must 
be pursued. The work that has to be done 
is work which any Government would 
have to carry out-—-namely, to carry on 
the war to a suecessfulend. Let us show 
the world that we are at one. I have no 
sort of qualm of conscience in the slightest 
degree in supporting the Government or 
with voting any number of millions of 
money or any number of thousands of 
men for which they may ask in order to 
bring this war to a satisfactory and rapid 
conclusion. It is eminently desirable, if 
it can be attained, that the crowning 
victory should be speedily achieved. We 
see the state of affairs abroad. It is not 
that the country is in danger,as some have 
asserted, but we are within measurable dis- 
tance of a position of the very greatest difti- 
culty. This and many other reasons 
mike me feel from the bottom of my 
heart that the crisis is a terribly real 
crisis. That being so, I do think that 
we must all with no uncertain voice 
support the Government in the division 
lobby to-night. 


*Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
My main object in taking part in this 
debate is to make my position perfectly 
clear with regard to the vote I am 
called upon to record. Nobody who has 
followed the course of this debate can 
have failed to observe the desire on the 
part of hon. Gentlemen opposite to fix 
upon us the stigma of a want of patriotism. 
What would have been said by them, and 
by nine out of every ten of the electors 


of this country, at such a crisis as the | 


present, when the people of this country 
are smarting under a sense of humiliation 
caused by a carelessness not less culpable 
than incompetence on the part of the 
Mr. Elliot. 
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Ministry with reference to the conduct 
of affairs in South Africa, if we, from 
a fear of being stamped as unpatriotic, or 
from a thought that we should incur the 
disapproval of a certain section of our 
supporters, were to hesitate to do what 
is manifestly our duty? We should deserve 
to be banished for ever from public life. 
With reference to the Amendment before 
the House, I ask whether, since it applies 
only to the conduct of affairs in South 
Africa and the state of preparation for the 
war, there is a single gentleman on that 
side of the House who could not con- 
scientiously walk into the lobby with us? 
I ask in the same way whether we or the 
great majority of Members on this side of 
the House are not absolutely and com- 
pletely at one with reference to the 
prosecution of this war to a successful 
issue! That being so, and __ seeing 
that at the present moment the great 
nations of Europe, envious of our 
greatness, are anxious to exult over 
our expected downfall, is it not incumbent 
on those seated upon that bench to con- 
sider the advisability of asking us to go 
into different lobbies, thereby giving the 
nations of Europe the impression that we 
are not absolutely and completely united ! 
As to the negotiations, whether there 
might not have been greater delicacy, 
whether greater diplomatic foresight and 
skill might not have brought about a 
different result--are not they at the 
present moment questions of secondary 
importance! I fully admit there are 
great temptations from a party point of 
view, but in my opinion this is no time 
for placing party above the greatness of 
the State. But when I come to the 
second portion of the Amendment, dealing 
with the state of the preparations of the 
‘Government, it is quite a different 
question. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Hear, hear ! 


*CapTain NORTON: I| am glad the 
right hon. Baronet cheers that statement, 
because I was just about to mention that 
the eloquent and able speech of the 
Under Secretary of State for War was, 
after all, nothing but an apologetic speech 
and did not deal with one fraction of the 

| speech of my right hon. friend in reference 
| to the question of preparation. No Minister 
| has yet touched the question of why the 
| stores and munitions of war were accumu- 
| lated in Natal at the very worst point. 
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We have had no answer with reference to | 
We are told that | 


the question of maps. 
we could not have ordnance maps of 
Natal. Those of us who have any 
experience of the making of maps know 
perfectly well that to make an ordnance 
survey of the whole of the theatre of 
this war would cost not thousands but 
tens of thousands of pounds, and would 


occupy a great number of years. But 


why were not such maps made, with refer- 
ence to Ladysmith, as could easily and 
cunveniently have been made by Engineer 
and staff officers, as now exist of the 
country round about Laing’s Nek? Why 
were not the Modder River and the 
Tugela River carefully surveyed by com- 
petent officers? Such a survey could 
have been made in a very short time. If 
this question of maps alone had been seen 
to it would have made a very great dif- 
ference with reference to the conduct of 
the campaign. The excuse of the Prime 
Minister is that he had not sufficient 
secret service money. ‘There is another 
point which bears distinctly upon the 
want of preparation for the war, and that 
is the question of guides. Why, when 
the Government found that war was not 
only possible but probable, were not a 
certain number of absolutely — reliable 
guides secured and placed at the disposal 
of the military authorities. so as to have 
removed the possibility of our men being 
led to slaughter as in the case of Magers- 
fontein! Some portion of the responsi- 
bility for this war has heen cast upon the 
British. Constitution, and the remaining 
portion has been thrown on the army 
system. For years past in this House we 
have been pointing out to the Govern- 
ment what our army system is. It is neither 
a short service system nor a long service 
system. It is a hybrid combination, and 
we have never even had the short service 
system properly carried out. Two years 
ago the service members in this House 
asked this Government to increase the 
number of battalions to fourteen in order 
that the link battalion system might be 


carried out. They also asked for a 
certain number of batteries — of 
artillery. What was done? They were 
given a certain proportion, nothing 
more. It has always been with the 


service members a question of “ Live 
horse, and you will get grass.” When we 
pointed out that the Militia was from 
20,000 to 30,000 short of its numbers 
last year, no steps were taken to increase 
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its numbers. We were told there was a 
Militia Reserve of 30,000 men supposed 
to be available for reinforcing the Militia. 
Now the reserve is used for the double 
purpose of filling up the Militia on the 
one hand, and the Line battalions on the 
other, which has the result of robbing 
Peter to pay Paul. The question of 
keeping in this country at least one Army 
Corps in a thorough state of preparation 
has been completely lost sight of. With 
what result? That we have now, if I 
may use the word, scratch staffs drawn 
from all parts of the kingdom, with the 
result that will always occur when a cer- 
tain number of individuals not accustomed 
to work together are suddenly thrown 
together, there is friction on all hands. 
The Government claim that they have 
done their best. But they also attempt 
to cast a certain amount of responsibility 
upon the front Opposition Bench. Between 
1886 and 1892, when a Conservative 
Government were in power, was the period 
when the artillery batteries in this country 
had their guns reduced from six to four, 
and the spare horses taken from them. | 
frankly admit that a short time ago a 
slight increase was made in the matter of 
guns. We have pointed out over and 
over again the want of mounted troops. 
The Government state that when mounted 
troops were offered in the first instance 
by the Colonies they were not accepted 
because it was thought infantry would 
be more useful at the outset of the cam- 
paign. I hold in my hand a report of a 
lecture delivered by a very distinguished 
ofticer early in July, 1899, and this is 
what he stated at the Royal United Service 
Institution. Speaking of the Boers he said 
that our infantry to master such an enemy 
must have the assistance of well-trained 
cavalry——that does not mean yeomanry— 
to outflank, fight, and follow up. And 
yet the Government refused this offer on 
the part of the Colonists. I ask, there- 
fore, whether we on this side of the 
House are not justified —especially those 
of us who have been soldiers—in our 
righteous indignation towards the 
Government, who have at their backs one 
of the largest majorities a Government has 
ever had, and which includes the largest 
number of military men who eversat inthis 
House? They pointed out all these difti- 
culties, but the Government proceeded, 
the very moment they came into office, to 
enlarge their responsibilities by  en- 
larging the Empire, and without taking 


Siath Dew, 
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proper steps for the defence of that Em- 
pire. Two years ago we pointed out 
that fact, and yet they took no action. I 
do not complain of their Imperialism. 
When they were annexing large tracts in 
the Soudan, in South and West Africa, and 
in China, and thus extending our Empire, 
and when at the same time money was 
pouring into the Exchequer, owing to the 


admirable measure of the late Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer in regard to the death 
duties, what did the Government do? 
Why, they showered millions upon 
their political supporters, the parsons 
and the squires, while on the other 
hand, they neglected to make the defences 
of the Empire secure, and they failed to 
provide that which in the opinion of all 
the military experts in this House was 
considered necessary for the defence of 
the Empire. The leader of the House 
said that no great military authority had 
ever estimated that we should require 
more than 50,000 men in South Africa. 
That may be so, but in my humble 
capacity in this House last year I pointed 
out that were the Government to be 
involved in war in South Africa they 
would require not one but two army 
corps, and that if they furnished them com- 
plete from our regular Army they would 
leave this country absolutely bare of 
properly-trained troops. Is that not abso- 
lutely the case ? The hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of State for War, in his 
apologetic speech, very carefully and very 
wisely dealt with the position of affairs 
as they now are in South Africa, but he 
never attempted to deal with the state of 
affairs as they were when we met with 
those disasters. 
batteries of horse artillery and thirty-two 
batteries of field artillery, or 234 guns. 
That works out at 24 guns per thousand, 
whereas we ought to have had at least 
double that number. 
BER: We had not so many.] My hon. 
friend says we had not so many ; but be 
that as it may, we ought not to have 
less than four guns per thousand men, 
which is the minimum, according to all 
authorities, attacking, as we were, posi- 
tions strongly held by magazine rifles 
and quick-firing guns not to speak of 
heavy guns. 
less state in which this country was left at 
that time? Why, we only had left in 
this country three batteries of horse 
artillery and fifteen field batteries, making 
a total of 108 guns. That leaves us in 


Capt. Norton 
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But what was the defence- | 
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| this position—if by any accident a foreign 
|army corps landed on these shores we 
|had not sufficient guns for 40,000 men. 
| 4 . 

| I shall be told that in the event of an in- 
| vasion we should rely upon our Volunteer 
|forces. Every military man in this 
'House knows perfectly well that the 
| Volunteers minus guns or transport 
| would be absolutely useless against an 
organised force. As regards the state of 
preparation for the war in South Africa, 
the Government, knowing as they did the 
character of the country, does it not seem 
| strange that when they knew they would 
have to attack positions of this kind 
they took no opportunity of sending 
powerful guns of position with a long 
range and a heavy battering power 
capable of throwing shells by direct fire ? 
[An Hon. MemBer: “They sent out 
howitzers.”| Yes, but not very long ago, 
and they were sent since the majority of 
those disasters have taken place. There 
is one matter which is of greater import- 
ance, and that is the responsibility of the 
generals. [I am anxious that the Govern- 
ment should not shelter themselves behind 
the military authorities. If it be true 
that the generals were given an abso- 
lutely free hand, I ask whether they were 
given instructions to take the political 


situation into consideration with the 
Colonial authorities upon arriving in 
Natal. If they were told to do so, then 


they were certainly not given a free hand, 
and General White ought to be absolutely 
absolved from getting into the entangle- 
ment at Ladysmith. The right hon. 
Gentleman has said that they do not 
minimise the task, but the proof of the 
pudding is in the eating. They may not 
minimise the task now, but they certainly 
did in the past, and their action has met 
with the disapprobation of the country. 
They are bound to admit that they 
received from the military authorities. 
I think they were told 
that there would be something like 
'59,000 Boers in the field, and yet, 
knowing that they would have to operate 
in a country which was defensively held, 
and that they would require four or five 
times the number of our opponents’ 
troops, the Government made no pro- 
_vision for pouring into the country any- 
| thing like that number. Recently they 
have resorted to the Volunteer and 
Yeomanry corps, and I make no complaint 
of that. No doubt that was done in 
response to the feeling of the country, 


| full information. 
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but I would also ask the Government to 
take note that it has made us a laughing- 
stock in the eyes of the military authori- 
ties of Europe. I am not one of those 
who take a pessimistic view of the forces 
in South Africa, and I should not be sur- 
prised if within a number of months we 
should secure a number of signal successes. 
But what we have to consider is what is 
our position in the face of Europe. There 
can be no question that every nation in 
Europe is only waiting for a_ suitable 
opportunity in order to insult us. Of 
course, that may not be the case in 
reference to the leading statesmen of 
foreign countries. I have perhaps some 
advantage in possessing a knowledge of 
foreign countries, and I venture to assert 
that in a country not far distant the tone 
of the press and the feelings which exists 
among the public is such that very little 
might land us in war. Does the Govern- 
ment realise that, and are they making 
the preparations which the country deem 
to be necessary? What is being done 
with reference to the fleet—is it being 
mobilised? We have a Naval Reserve 
numbering about 28,000 men. It ought to 
be double that. We know that the weak 
point of our Navy, which is recognised by 
all Continental Powers, is the supply of 
men. Why are these men not called up for 
traning? I believe they are absolutely 
incompetent so far as the use of modern 


guns are concerned, for they have been | 


tramed upon the old-fashioned guns, and 
have never in their lives fired modern 
weapons. Are our battleships and 
cruisers now being built being hurriedly 
pushed to completion, and what steps 
are being taken with reference to the 
Militia and Volunteers? No doubt we 
shall have a statement upon that  sub- 
ject shortly, and the Under Secretary of 
State for War has said he is anxious to 
have suggestions. There is one sugges- 
tion I will venture to put forward. We 
have in this country and in Ireland some 
60,000 police, who are, perhaps, the | 
finest and most magnificent body of men 
in the world, but they are not trained to 
the use of arms. I ask whether it would 
not be a simple matter to arm this force 
with a long rifle, and train them to the 
use of it? It could be done by batches 


in the different counties, and in case 
of a great national emergency a large 
number of these could be used in defence | 
of the country, their places being sup- | 
plied by special constables and others. | | 
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| have a certain amount of confidence with 
reference to the state of affairs in South 
Africa, but I have no confidence with 
reference to the state of affairs all the 
world over, and I hope that the Govern- 
ment will take the strongest possible steps 
in regard to preparation for possible inter- 
ference by othér Powers when this war 
assumes a certain phase. There can be 
no doubt that, should an_ oppor- 
tunity occur, some other nation will 
endeavour to have some say with 
reference to the settlement in South 


Africa. In my opinion they should 
have none. As regards South Africa 
itself, for my part I cannot see why 
every man in this House should not 
agree with this Amendment and yet 
support the Government as to the 
war. What is the state of affairs ? 
Why, the integrity of the Empire 


has been tampered with; the colonies of 
Natal and Cape Colony have been invaded, 
and the lives and liberties of British sub- 
jects are at stake. It is necessary, there- 
fore, that every nation in the world should 
know that the Briton, wander where he 
may, is ever followed by the watchful eye 
and ever protected by the powerful arm 
of the mother country. We are a nation 
unaccustomed to defeat or to disgrace, and 
we are bound to bring this war to a 
successful issue. The path of duty is plain 
before us. The Empire has spoken—and 
spoken out—from the wilds of Canada to 
the jungles of Ceylon, and the Mother 
' Country has responded in no doubtful or 
faltering tone. From this great Metropolis 
and England’s busy towns, from the glens 
of Scotland and from the mountains 
of Wales, aye, and from _Ireland’s 
Emerald soil—that inexhaustible nursery 
of gallant soldiers—-Britain’s sons, both 
high and low, have nobly answered to 
the Empire’s call. In such a crisis the 
place for the Government is in front of 
the nation, and there [ hope it will be 
found, not only anxious, but prepared to 
vindicate the Imperial honour and_ to 
protect the Imperial interests. 





CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): Mr. Speaker, so long as 
we are condemned by the Opposition to 
proceed with this wearisome and unfortu- 
nate debate, there are certain things that 
will have to be repeated at certain 
intervals, but I should like to comment 
on one or two of the speeches which have 
been delivered. I have listened now for 


2-E Siath Day. 
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many hours to the discussion, and I have | 


been struck with the extraordinary 
umber of Members of the House of 
Commons who apparently are qualified to 
be Ministers of War at the shortest 
possible notice, and who possessed an 


extraordinary conception. not given to all | 


of us of what was about to occur. They 
are prepared to act either as War 
Ministers at home or as generals in the 
field. I discount the value of such 
opinions, and I think their expression is 
practically a waste of the time of this 
House. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
who has just sat down assured us that his 
side was at one with ours with regard to 
the prosecution of the war. Does he for- 
get that the whole of probably the only 
section of his party that are united are 
not going to vote for this Amendment 
because they do not wish to see the war 
prosecuted / ? The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man should be more careful in what he 
states when the facts are contradictory to 
his statements. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman also stated that the Govern- 
ment instead of spending money -on 
the needs of the Army squandered 
it on the squire and the parson. 
I know there are = many _ parsons 
with £50 or £60 a year, but I doubt 
whether much of the money referred to 
by the hon. and gallant Gentleman has 
gone to them. He also found fault with 
the militar y preparations of the Govern- 
ment, and took a rather pessimistic view 
of the situation with regard to foreign 
countries. At all events we can take 
this to ourselves, that not one regiment 
could cross the seas without the leave of 
the British admirals, and therefore I do not 
think that the state of things is so very 
rotten as he would have us_ believe. 
Before the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
addressed the House we had the advan- 
tage of a speech from a right hon. Gentle- 
man who occupies a mi irked position on 
the front Opposition Bench ; I refer to 
the late Home Secretary. It would he 
almost impertinent for a Member of my 
standing to cross swords with one in- 
finitely my superior in Parliamentary 
warfare, but if we remain still and never 
try, we shall never wage Therefore 
[ hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
forgive me if | ‘take exception to some of 
his : arguments. In the first place, I was 
very much struck by the repetition from 
his eloquent lips of the phrase : “ Inquest 
of the nation.” Really that phrase has 
Colonel Kenyon-Slancy. 
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been used so often that I am doubtfyl 
whether I am listening to politicians or 
tocoroners. With the main part of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman we, 
on this side of the House, have, however, 
very little to find fault. He stated 
that war was not intended or de- 
sired by the Government, and that we 
had entered on it with clean hands and a 
clear conscience. We re-echo that state- 
ment, and so does the country. He laid 
great stress on the failure which he 
thought was visible on the part of the 
Government to justify their promises to 
Natal. In that part of his argument there 
was weight and substance, but I feel 
certain that both sides of the House and 
the country are pledged to amply and 
loyally repay the colony of Natal for all 
its sufferings and sacrifices in the common 
cause. This Amendment is very little 
less than an imposition on the House of 
Commons ; indeed, I might almost use a 
stronger word, and say it was a fraud on 
the House of Commons. I would like to 
regard it chiefly from the point of view of 
that particular section—l wish I could 
call it a wing, but that would be too 
much—of the party opposite which the 
right hon. Gentleman so well represents. 
It is also represented by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolv erhamp- 
ton, the hon. Baronet the Member for the 
3erwick Division,and others whoarein close 
touch with one of the most distinguished 
statesmen of the day—Lord Rosebery. 
They have made speeches in the country 
and in this House with which we have 
very little fault to find. They have said 
very much what we might say ourselves, 
and I am not ashamed to assert that we 
might have adopted both their utterances 
and their patriotism. They .are all 
statesmen in a high degree, and they 
must recognise what their position 
would be if this Amendment could 
conceivably be successful; and they 
have no right to throw the weight of 
their authority and power into a contin 
ance of this discussion or to support a 
challenge to the Government unless they 
are prepared to deal with the situation 
which would be created in the event of 
the Amendment being carried. That 
would entail on them the responsibility of 
forming a Government. Can they con- 
ceive it possible, in the present constitw- 
tion of parties, that they could form any 
such Government ? We have only to 
contrast the speeches we have heard from 
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the other side of the House to see how 
absolutely impotent would be the position 
of right hon. Gentlemen if they attempted 
to take the only honourable course open 
to them after the line of action they have 
adopted. The speech of the late Attorney 
General was at as absolute variance with 
the speech of the late Home Secretary as 
two speeches could be. I cannot conceive 
how extremely able men sometimes say 
sich extremely foolish things. I cannot 
conceive anything more unfortunate than 
the speech of the late Attorney General ; 
every sentence in it was likely to produce 
acontinuance of bitterness and mischief 
instead of good. I can only recall one 
parallel to that kind of speech, and that 
was the idea in the minds of a certain 
number of hon. Members who most un- 
wisely sent a telegram to the King of 
Greece that they wished to give him 
noral support in his unfortunate war with 
Turkey, theonly result of which wasanaddi- 
tional slaughter of men on both sides. The 
speech of the late Attorney General is not 
the only matter at variance with the 
possibility of right hon. Gentlemen form- 
inga Government. We know that such 
aGovernment would have to rely, more 
or less, on the support of [rish members, 
but in regard to the war that support is 
entirely denied them. On this matter I 
should like to say one word to representa- 
tives for Ireland. When we talk of 
Irishmen at this moment the country is 
not thinking of Irish politicians, but of 
the Irish regiments who are doing the 
work of the Kingdom and the Empire in 
South Africa. When, on Friday night, a 
statement was made by the hon. Member 
for East Clare that he was anxious and 
willing to go to South Africa to fight for 
the Boers, I was almost inclined to ask 
you, Sir, how far such a statement was 
consonant with the oath of loyalty and 
allegiance which the hon. Member had 
taken to the Queen. The only reason 
why no attention has been publicly called 
to that and similar statements is because 
the nation does not care for the action of 
lrish politicians. It is satisfied with the 
action of the Irish soldiers, and that is the 
only reason why Irish members are 
allowed to go on talking their toy-shop 
treason in that sort of security which is 
begotten of absolute contempt. If, however, 
right hon, Gentlemen opposite mean busi- 
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the Empire’s war. 


hess over this Amendment, there are other | 


lifficulties before them besides reconciling 
their Irish supporters. They will have 





the Queen’s Speech. 754 
to reconcile also the excellent gentlemen 
who sit behind them, and who, more or 
less, are fond of omelettes, but think they 
ought to be made without breaking eggs. 
Speech after speech in this debate has 
been devoted to attacking the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. With reference to these attacks 
the country briefly says, ‘‘ We are amply 
satisfied with the magnificent spirit 
which the colonies have shown during 
the present crisis, and we recognise that 
the conduct of the right hon. Gentleman 
is in some degree at all events responsible 
for calling out that manifestation of 
opinion.” Other speakers have not con- 
sidered it beneath themselves to make con- 
stant reference to Mr. Rhodes, as if he 
were the cause of everything evil in this 
country. I am absolutely unconcerned 
with the raid, and have never sympa 
thised with anything connected with it, 
but I cannot help recollecting that while 
all sorts of denunciations are being 
poured on Mr. Rhodes, he at all events 
is doing what none of his traducers are 
doing, he is standing up for the empire 
and taking daily risks. The time may 
come when these denunciations may be 
again brought before the country, and 
when charges which have been already 
dealt with may be re-opened, but in the 
name of fair play and honesty let these 
attacks cease while the man attacked 
is giving the greatest pledge he 
can of his loyalty to this country. 
Now the right hon. Gentlemen the Mem- 
ber for Bodmin also made a statement 
with which I take direct and absolute 
issue. I cannot help saying how much we 
admired and appreciated the effort which 
the right hon. Gentleman made last night, 
and I am sure that the sympathies of the 
whole House were with him in the difti- 
culty in which he found himself placed. 
But he said one thing which he ought not 
to have said, and was not consonant with 
the feeling of the country. He said that 
this war was the war of the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies. I deny that. 
This war is the nation’s war ; if not, it is 
It is not the war of 
any individual, of any one Minister, or of 
any particular Ministry at all. The hon. 
Member for Northampton said that the 
conscience of the civilised world absolutely 
denounced this war, but how about the 
right hon. Member for East Fife ? Has he 
not a conscience, and has not Lord 
Rosebery a conscience? Is he to depart 
Stath Day. 
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from the territories of the civilised world, 


of which many of us think he is a great | 


adornment? I dare even to touch with 
the point of my feeble lance the shield of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire. In winding up his 
speech, to every word of which I listened, 
he recommended that we ought to follow 
the utterances of the Prime Minister who 
leads this party. If that be so, it hardly 
forms a very good reason for going into 
the lobby against the Prime Minister. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): That speech was made 
a year ago. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY: That 
section of the Liberal party opposite is so 
hopelessly unable to form a Government 
that itis not an unfair thing to say that 
they would hardly dare to vote for this 
Amendment if they thought that it 
would be successful ; but if they are not 
prepared to take that course, then I 
venture to say that their conduct is more 
than questionable. I only wish that the 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite had the 
numbers behind them which would justify 
them, if they were successful, in forming 
a Government; but the Liberal party 
must continue to present to the country 
the sorry aspect which they do at 
this moment. They would _ hardly 
venture to vote for this Amendment if 
they could agree that it was to be success- 
ful. I would like to ask right hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite what they conceive will 
be the effect of their action on other 
countries and other people? The effect 
on the Colonies must be the suggestion 
that this country, instead of being united 
at a time, as in some places is regarded, 
of peril, is divided and at war with itself. 
What, I would like to know, is to be the 
effect on the Boer Government when this 
debate becomes their property, as I have 
no doubt it soon will be? Only one 
effect, and that is to encourage them in 
playing the old game, that if only they 
can keep on long enough they may benefit 
from party exigencies in this country, and 
may possibly get better terms from one 
party than the other. It means a direct 
incentive to fight more vigorously than 
at present, and to sacrifice more lives, 
both of their own men and of their op- 


ponents, in order that they may possibly | 


Colonel Kenyon Slanen. 
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jwin from the divisions in the Oppo- 
sition and in the country that which 
‘they never could get from a united 
country. The responsibility, — there- 
‘fore, of the Opposition is no_ slight 
one; it is genuine and real. What is 
thought in the Colonies of the possible 
effect of a change of Government? A 
special correspondent from Cape Town, 
says in The Times— 
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“A change of Government at this critical 
yeriod would, rightly or wrongly, be regarded 
- everyone in South Africa, English or Duteh, 
as a prelude to another betrayal of the loyal 

| section of the population. It would create a 
| panic among the English, and would be the 
| signal for a violent azitation got up by those 
politicians whos+ one object is to defer to: 
Afrikander national ambitions at the first 
favourable opportunity by upholding the main- 
tenance of the independence and the military 
power of the two Republics.” ; 


[An Hon. Member: That is Mr. Mony- 
penny.] I cannot tell you the name of 
the writer, but I think it is a reflection of 
the opinion of the Cape. Right hon. 
Gentlemen have to reckon with views of 
the situation that have done infinite harm, 
not only to the prestige of the country, 
but the progress of the war. Hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen may try to find ex- 
cuses for the continuance of this debate 
in constitutional reasons, and in the 
allegation that it satisties the demands of 
the British public. But [ maintain that 
if you polled the United Kingdom you 
would only get a trifling minority in 
favour of it; in fact, [ say that this 
debate is almost treasonable, and a waste 
of the time of the House. What earthly 
good can be expected from this long, 
we wisome and dull debate ? Not much; 
but a little is found in the earnest and 
patriotic speeches which we have heard, 
such as that of the late Home Secretary 
and others on the opposite side of the 
House, although the conclusion they are 
coming to is impotent and unfair. Then 
there was the speech of the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, who made it 
absolutely clear that that which the 
country at large is desiring is the very 
object which the Government is seeking 
to obtain. Something of good may re 
sult if the attention of the country is 
riveted more closely, not on what has been 
done to bring about the war, but on what 
has been achieved. That, I think, would 
clear what some people call the present 
state of gloom. Eu!ogies. on the gallant 
conduct of our men have been on every 
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lip. It had been said that foreign nations 
are smiling at the vanished prestige and 
military reputation of this country, but [ 


into the military offices in those foreign 
countries which are concerned with the 
possibilities of the future he would find 


world to-day who would not say that 
more note of the fighting power of 
England must be taken than ever 
before. Because they see that the 
years of comparative freedom from great 
strain which we have enjoyed have not 
taken one fibre from the fighting sinews 
of our men, but that on the contrary 


the British soldier is not only as 
gol as in the past, when he 
won victories all over the  werld, 


but superior. That is one note of satis- 
faction that we can deduce from the 
losses we all deplore. If we had had to 
admit that our faith in the capabilities of 
our soldiers had been shaken, it would 
indeed have been a time of gloom, but 
instead of being weaker we are stronger 
than ever before any national emergency 
that may arise. We are ready on this 
side of the House to sacrifice any 
Minister, the whole Ministry, and even 
the party itself, to-secure the successful 
prosecution of the war. The time will 
come to join in fair criticism and put the 
blame on the right shoulders, but there 
isnot a gentleman on the other side of 
the House who would dare to come over 


here and put his little finger on 
the burden which rests on _ the 
shoulders of the Government at the 


present moment. I apologise for having 
spoken so long, but I cannot help feeting 
earnest in this matter. While we 
politicians have been amusing ourselves, 
and trying to get the better of the man 
who spoke before us, the country outside 
is waiting impatiently and longing for 
the end of all this trifling and the 
cessation of this debate, which has been 
brightened by a very few speeches, but 
darkened by many which would have 
been better unspoken. I say we have 
not done anything during this debate 
to improve the position which we hold 
in the regard of our country. 
it directly upon the Opposition as a whole, 


leads it, that for poor and paltry purposes 


our reputation, and to degrade the 
position which Parliament holds in the 





and upon the right hon. Gentleman who | 
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venture to say, if any one of us could look | 


there is not a thinking soldier in the | 


‘could have prompted 
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eyes of the country, by this long and 
‘futile debate on an absolutely futile 


Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) : 
The hon. and gallant Member who has 
just sat down has informed the House 
that this debate is a_ treasonable 
waste of time. One rather marvels what 
so patriotic a 
member to assist in carrying on so 
treasonable an enterprise. The hon. and 
gallant Member said it was exceedingly 
undesirable that Members sitting on the 
front bench on this side of the House 
should be called upon at the present 
juncture to take upon themselves the 
burdens of the Government. I quite 
agree, and for the very good reason, that 
the Government has landed the country 
in a great mess, and the best thing they 
can do is to get us out.of it. Ido not 
wish that the Liberal party should get 
the opprobrium of paying the enormous 
bill that has been incurred. The hon. 
and gallant Member taunted us that many 
Members who protested now did not 
foresee the course of events. But that 
could not be alleged against a good many 
Tories on his side of the House, and cer- 
tainly not against the Liberal press. I may 
call attention to the fact that one very 
important individual did foresee these 
disasters. There is a very remarkable 
communication in this morning’s Jan- 
chester Guardian. That is not a news- 
paper in the habit of printing unsub- 
stantial gossip. According to that 
communication Sir W. Butler, early in 
the course of last year, called the atten- 
tion of Sir A. Milner to the state of 
things at the Cape. He pointed out that, 
if Sir A. Milner ordered him to send 
garrisons to the front, that would be 
provocation for war. And he pointed 
out further that war with the Transvaal 
would mean sending an army of 40,000 
or 50,000 men to South Africa in addi- 
tion to those then in the Cape and Natal. 
The communication in the Manchester 
Guardian went on to say that it was a 
matter of certainty, according to Sir W. 
Butler, that the Orange Free State would 


join forces with their brethren in the 


} 


they have done very much to defame | 


Transvaal; and in that case the British 
force would have to be still further 
augmented by at least two Army Corps. 
Sir A. Milner scornfully replied, “It is 
very natural for you to take such a line, 
Sith Day. 
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from your sympathy with your friends 
the Dutch.” [Laughter.] 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): Where did you get such a state- 
ment? I never heard of such a com- 
munication. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It appears 
in the Manchester Guardian, and I think 
it is worthy of something more than 
‘aughter; it is at least entitled to a 
lenial from those who are responsible. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 


slenial. 


give it 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : That suttices 
for the present. I will not pursue the 
ubject further now. The hon. and gal- 
lant Member did not admit that the 
Government had made any mistakes at 
all. I point out that that is rather out 
of keeping with the very remarkable 
admission made by the Colonial Secretary 
last night, who said he was prepared to 
make an admission as to all the mistakes 
committed by the Government ; and pro- 
ceeded to admit the mistakes of the War 
Office, the mistakes of the generals, and, 
in fact, the mistakes of everybody except 
his own and those of the Colonial Office. 
I venture to say that in the general 
opinion of the country the greatest mis- 
takes that have been made are those com- 
mitted in the diplomacy of the Colonial 
Secretary. Discussion has been rather 
deprecated at the present juncture, 
especially discussion in regard to the 
merits of the war ; but however much we 
may deprecate discussion, or succeed in 
stopping discussion in the House, it will 
not be stopped in the country. The 
Colonial Secretary said that if the war 
was unjust and unrighteous it ought not 
to be prosecuted. That is the view taken, 
not by a majority, but by a very strong 
body of people in the country, and a 
growing one. Whatever line we take in 
this House, discussion will go on in the 
country, in workshops and factories, until 
that conviction is reached. This bloodshed 
should be put an end to. I think it was 
John Bright who said that the people 
took no interest in diplomacy until 


it had been made _ interesting by 
war. That is perfectly true. I ask 
hon. Members opposite how many 


people in this country realise that the 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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Boer Government, in the beginning of 
September, accepted an offer made by our 
Government in the beginning of August, 
and how many realise that we are at war 
now after they had accepted the pro- 
posals we had offered? I venture to put 
it to any lawyer in this House, whether 
in any court of equity specific perfor. 
mance would not have been enforced on 
that state of facts. Then we hear a good 
deal about the intolerable oppression of 
the Government of the Transvaal. How 
many workmen in this country realise 
that the wages earned by miners in the 
Transvaal were four times as high as at 
home ? How many miners realise that 
an eight hours day, which they cannot 
get their own House of Commons to 
give attention to, is provided for by 
an Act passed under this oppressive 
Transvaal Government? How many 
people in this country realise, when they 
hear wild, vague talk about the oppression 
and despotism of the Transvaal, that 
whereas in Rhodesia, under our own 
Government, the gold mining royalties 
are fifty per cent., under this oppressive 
and despotic Transvaal Government they 
are only one-half per cent. ? Then, I would 
like to know how many Members of the 
House know really what are the 
grievances in regard to which we are 
fighting. Let me give one case in point. 
No grievance has excited more senti- 
mental opposition to the Transvaal than 
the grievance regarding the natives. 
Ministers of the gospel of peace go preach- 
ing war because they are excited by tales of 
intolerable oppression of the native blacks. 
3ut what is the native grievance ? I give 
it not as stated by Mr. White, or by Mr. 
Stead, but by the Chamber of Mines in 
Johannesburg in its annual report. Native 
touts are sent round all Western Africa to 
inducenativestocometoJ ohannesburg, and 
work in the mines. These touts make 
false representations to the natives in 
regard to wages and the hours of labour, 
and when the natives arrive they say 
“this is not what was promised us,” and 
there are desertions among them to the 
number of 5,000 a month. What was it 
that the Uitlanders said? They com- 
plained against the Transvaal Govern 
ment because it did not pass a law to 
detain these natives, to imprison them, to 
fine them beyond their means, and after- 
wards to send them per force to work in 
their (the Uitlanders’) mines under the 
contracts of employment which had been 
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entered into by fraud. This is the native 
grievance which these ministers of 
religion talk about. My hon. and learned 
friend the Member for South Shields 
delivered a very remarkable speech the 
other day. He said that all revolutionary 
wars were alike questions of £ s. d., and 
he compared these reformers in the Trans 
vaal to John Hampden and George 
Washington. And he said that behind 
all these questions of £ s. d. was the great 
principle of human liberty. Now, what 
is the great principle of human liberty 
behind the £ s. d. in this case? I will 
quote as John Hampden a_ gentleman 
called Mr. Rudd, who delivered a speech 
at the annual meeting of the Consolidated 
Gold Fields on November 14th, 1899, in 
which he said— 

“They skould try some cogent form of in- 
ducement, or practically compel the native 
through taxation or in some other way to con- 
tribute his quota to the good of the com- 
munity, and to a certain extent he would then 
have to work. . . . If under the cry of civilisa- 
tion we in Egypt lately mowed down 10,000 or 
2,000 Dervishes with Maxims, surely it 
cannot be considered a hardship to compel the 
natives in South Africa to give three months 
in the year to doing a little honest work.” 


That is a grievance of the Uitlanders. 
It means that at the price of the blood of 
our brave soldiers we are going to renew 
slavery in South Africa. That is the 
John Hampden of the Rand, and that is 
the great principle for which we are fight- 
ing. Let us come to the George 
Washington of the Rand. I have called 
this gentleman George Washington be- 
cause he is an American. His real name is 
Mr. Hays Hammond. He was one of the 
leaders of the Reform party ; was in the 
raid, and was imprisoned. These are the 
principles he advocated when he ad- 
(dressed this meeting of shareholders on 
l4th November. These gentlemen are 
very astute; they speak out after the 
war has commenced, and when they know 
that nothing can stop it. If these 
speeches had been delivered before the 
war the people of this country would 
have received them with disgust. He 
said :— 

“ With good government there should be an 
ubundance of labour, and with an abundance 
of labour there will be no difficulty in cutting 
down wages, because it is preposterous to pay 
a Kaftir the present wages. He would be 
quite as well satistied—in fact he would work 
longer—if you gave him half the amount. His 


Wages are altogether disproportionate to his 
There would also be a | 


requirements. 
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considerable reduction in the cost of white 
labour.” 
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“With good government,” he says—and 
this is really a fine phrase —‘‘ there should 
be an abundance of labour, and with an 
abundance of labour there would be no 
difficulty in cutting down wages.” That is 
his George Washington idea, “because,” he 
says, “it is preposterous to pay the Kaffir 
the present rate of wages.” Three pounds 


per month, I think it is. [An Hon. 
MEMBER : No, £2 5s.| Well, he says “it 
is preposterous to pay a Kaffir the 


present rate of wages ; he would be quite 
as well satisfied if you paid him half that 
amount. His wages are altogether dis- 
proportionate to his requirements.” Now, 
that is the great principle of human 
liberty espoused by my hon. and learned 
friend, who says that these question 


are always governed by £ 8s. d 
Then Mr. Hays ‘Hammond __ proceeds 


to condescend to particulars, and he 
gives the exact profit which he has been 
getting for his company. He thought 
the war might better not have been, 
but he came to the conelusion that 
as the result of it the expected gain 
to the Consolidated Goldfields per annum 
would be £2,199,433; and he goes on 
to say that the increased dividends would 
amount to 45 per cent. So that apart 
from the great principle of human liberty 
there is no mistake about the £. s. d. 
That is what we are fighting for. That is 
the natives’ grievance which has excited 


the deepest commiseration throughout 
this country. That is what our brave 


troops are shedding their blood for ; they 
are dying to restore slavery under the 
British flag. Now let us have another of 
these grievances. The next is the griev- 
ance of the liquor law, and it is really an 
extraordinary grievance to be fighting 
for. I quote here from the report 
of the Associated Chamber of Mines, 
which contains among other distinguished 
names those of Mr. Hays Hammond and 
Mr. Fitzpatrick. Here is the memorial 
of the Chamber of Mines to the Govern- 
ment. The first statement is that strong 
drink is by no means indispensable to 
natives; secondly, that experience has 
proved that addiction to strong drink is 
with the natives physically immoral ; and 
thirdly, that the present liquor law is 
sound in principle, and that certain 
amendments, if vigorously enforced, will 
practically stamp out the illicit traffic. 
Sixth Day. 
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These gentlemen are the prohibitioners. 
You are 
hibition. But 
all presents for 
floated into power on beer to engage in a 
sanguinary war to enforce prohibition in 
the Transvaal. 
and, by the way, I may say that that 
memorial had a good effect. Afterwards 
the assistance of the Crown Office was 


what a 


given to the Uitlanders to put it into | 


operation. Now, another matter that is 
brought into the discussion is that of the 
railways, and it is most extraordinary. 
What is it that the Uitlanders demand 1? 
They demand that the railways which are 
now in the hands of the private com- 
panies shall henceforth be managed by 
the State. What, managed by a corrupt 
and inefficient Government !—a Govern- 
ment which is said to be so corrupt that 
it cannot manage its own affairs! They 
contend that the Government should not 
only take over the railways, but manage 
them as well. That is an extraordinary 
view for the Uitlanders to take The 
next grievance is as to the franchise, and 
with regard to that I should like to point 
out this. There is a great deal said about 
equal rights and equal privileges between 
the two white races; but there is really 
no distinction in the Transvaal between 
one race and another. There is only that 
distinction which you find in every other 
nation in the civilised world between a 
man who is born on the soil and a man 
who comes from another country. In 
this country we draw exactly the 
same distinction between an Englishman 
and a foreigner. President Kruger 
in the Transvaal fixes a fourteen years 
residence as the qualification for the 
franchise. In this country we insist 
practically on seven years ; but hardly 
any Uitlander in this country could get 
a vote under six or seven years. Now 
that, in my opinion, does not amount to 
intolerable oppression. Is it unreasonable 
that such a distinction should be drawn 
in a community like that of the Trans- 
vaal, where the foreigner is in the 
majority? If you think that a foreigner 
ought to wait six or seven years in your 
country, where the foreigner is a neglige- 
able quantity, surely it is not too much 
to expect that I should impose a period of 
fourteen years in my country in order to 
protect my position against the foreigners. 
But this is my point: President Kruger, 


who is all-powerful in the Volksraad, was 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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called upon to practically hand over the 
country to foreigners, and he was entitled 
to say: “If that be so, I must insist that 
the Government is a local one.” How 
could you ask President Kruger to hand 
over his country to the ‘control of a 
people whose patriotism was the due of a 
foreign nation ? I think it is unfair. That 
is really the effect of the proposition made 
Uitlanders. — Here 
is a test of it. The country was 
in difficulties, in constant difficulties with 
the Kaffirs. President Kruger comman- 
deered a number of the British subjects. 
They said, “No, we won't fight ; we are 
Englishmen.” But what President Kruger 
said was that “the real test of patriotism 
is, whether a man will die for his 
country. If you are not prepared to 
do it, my burghers are.” Then if they de- 
clined to do that, President Kruger was 
entitled to say, “ You are no part of this 
country, and until I secure your fourteen 
years franchise I do not see that your 
status is different from that of the 
foreigner.” Although there was nothing 
unreasonable in President Kruger’s atti- 
tude, I think we would have got the five 
years franchise. There is good ground 
for thinking so. The right non. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen pointed 
out that there was a great reform party in 
the Transvaal—the Liberal party of the 
Transvaal—headed by General Joubert, 
and he came within 500 votes of cefeat- 
ing President Kruger. In the Volksraad 
there was a proposal to reduce the fran- 
chise from fourteen to five years. That 
was before the raid. It was defeated only 
by a majority of four in a House of 
Dutchmen elected by the Boers. I 
should like to give you the names 
of some of the men _ who voted 
in favour of that proposal. The 
first is that of General Joubert, who is 
fighting for independence at the head of 
the Boer army; the next is General 
Schalk Burgher, and the next General 
Lucas Meyer. In afew years time we 
might have hoped to convert the best 
men in South Africa to our way of 
thinking. I believe we should have got 
the five years franchise in a few years. The 
new diplomacy has converted the best 
friends we had in Africa into those dan- 
gerous foes who have inflicted a more 
grievous succession of blows upon our 
‘mpire than any whieh it has suffered for 
over a century. The whole disposition 
of the Boers was changed by the raid, 
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and I think there was real ground for 
the suspicion that they undoubtedly en- 
tertained. Here we had three or four 
men who have sworn that the Colonial 
Office was implicated in the raid. 
Dr. Rutherfoord Harris went into the box 
and said he believed that there was a 
coming revolution, and that he wanted 
this strip of ground in Bechuanaland in 
order to have the police ready in case of 
emergency. Another witness, Mr. Cecil 
Rhodes, and Mr. Hawksley, his solicitor, 
said the same thing. There’ were 
four gentlemen, at any rate, who believed 
the Colonia! Office was behind them, and 
what is still more important, they said so 
at the time. Dr. Rutherfoord Harris 
believed it, so how can you blame the 
Boers for believing it? It is rather 
extraordinary that we have not had 
all the correspondence published. That 
would have thrown more light upon 


the matter. However, the Colonial 
Secretary knows perfectly well that 
the Boers had this suspicion in 


their minds, and every man in_ this 
country knows it now. The whole Con- 
tinent of Europe knows it. Then there 
is another point—-the clearing of Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes, the gentleman who had 
assured these men who went to die in 
the raid that they were dying for their 
Queen. Who was it who induced these 
men to commit an act which deprived 
them of their professional rank and 
ruined their professional career for life ? 
To my mind there is no word in the Eng- 
lish language adequate to characterise the 
moral turpitude of that action. It is a 
count in the indictment which still re- 
mains. Now, Sir, I doubt very much 
whether the conscience of this country 
will tolerate the problem of this war. 
What, after all, is this grievance as to 
the franchise in the Transvaal? I think 
the country ought really to be in posses- 
sion of the facts. The foreigner landing 
in the Transvaal is in a better position in 
voting for the magistrates and for the 
election of President than he is in 
this country ; and yet we proceed 
to teach them at the point of the 
bayonet the doctrine of equal rights. 
When the Conservatives were in ottice, 
in 1888-1892, they discussed swine fever 
among other things, but not a word 
was uttered about these intolerable 
burdens under which our fellow subjects 
were suffering in the Transvaal. At last 


in 1894 it dawned upon one bright intel- 
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lect—that of the hon. Member for the 
Ecclesall Division of Sheffield (Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)—that he could strike a 
fine lode, and he started working it, and it 
has paid him. He, at any rate, made a 
long speech about this grievance ; but there 
was not a word from anybody in support 
of him. Alone he stood. There was not 
even a word from the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham, 
except that he got up and said, “ We 
have no right to interfere.” Not a word 
against that heretical doctrine which we 
are now spending millions to abolish. I 
agree with the hon. Member who has just 
sat down that this is not the war of the 
Colonial Office and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary. It is the 
war of the hon. Member.for the Ecclesall 
Division, and he has gone out there to 
watch with parental solicitude and pride 
the growth of hisinfant. Only nine years 
have elapsed since the agitation began for 
a five years franchise in the Transvaal, anc. 
we are now at war with that country, 
although here it took a whole century to 
lower the franchise. I do not believe the 
war has any connection with the franchise. 
It is a question of 45 per cent. dividends : 
and yet we hear of the obstinacy of Presi- 
dent Kruger. It is said that there was no 
possibility of concession on the part of 
President Kruger except through the 
medium of guns and bayonets. When 
the war began, we heard a great deal 
about the obstinate and obdurate con- 
duct of President Kruger, but only in 
July last the Colonial Secretary spoke of 
the rapidity with which the modifications 
made by the South African Republic since 
the Bloemfontein Cenference had followed 
each other, and said that each new scheme 
seemed to be an advance and improvement 
on that which preceded it. The statement 
that President Kruger was so obstinate 
that he would not consider anything is 
untrue, and, seeing that the falsehood has 
led to this bloodshed, it is a crime per- 
petrated on the country. I should have 
thought that the greatest pride of 
the Uitlanders would have been to take 
part in this conflict and fight for their 
supposed rights. But how many have 
availed themselves of the privilege? 
They prefer to lounge about the hotels of 
Capetown while English homes are being 
made desolate on their behalf. Seven 
thousand of the Uitlanders are fighting 
for their intolerable oppressors. How 
many are fighting for their rights ? Barely 
Sixth Day. 
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a battalion out of the whole 80,000, and 
the remainder are living in security, 
grumbling about their losses, and without 
turning a thought to those who are 
suffering in the war. I am sure, Sir, 
that I shall carry the House with me 
when I declare that such men and their 
grievances are not worth a drop of British 
blood. 


*Str JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College): I have no intention 
of answering the speech to which we 
have just listened, because that is alto- 
gether foreign to the purpose for which 
I rise. Ifyou will allow me to say so, 
as one who has a very sincere admiration 
for the hon. Member's talents, I have 
heard his speech from beginning to end 
with great regret, from the unjustifiable 
quotation with which he began down to 
the unjustified use of the sadder aspect 
of this war,- with which he concluded. The 
right hon. Member for East Fife and 
the right hon. Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire made somewhat scornful allu- 
sions to those people who looked on this 
debate as a waste of time, and I trembled 
as they spoke; but I felt glad I was one 
of that devoted band, and I can honestly 
say that I feel no allegiance to any party 
so strong as | feel towards those who 
look on debates like this at times like 
this as a waste of time, and worse than 
a waste of ime. I have no complaints to 
makeagainst Members who have addressed 
the House, because in this matter of 
waste of time one speech has been as bad 
as another, but I make one exception 
due, not only to the brilliant eloquence 
of the Member for Dover, but to the 
fact that he was in the unique position 
of having something to tell us which we 
had not heard before. [cannot forget that 
the hon. Members and right hon. Members 
of this House, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, the right hon. Member for East 
Fife, who spoke to-day, and the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Berwick Division, gentlemen 
to whom we all look as the embodiment 
of public-spirited unselfishness in this 
House—even they have been drawn with 
zest into this discussion. I merely wish 
to test this Amendment by one test. 
Could anyone who has read this debate 
imagine that this House had met at a time 
of great national peril, or at least of grave 
anxiety ? Could anyone imagine from the 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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speeches made in this House that all eyes 
in the country were turned to this House 
to learn how defeat was to be turned into 
victory ? It appears to me that the ancient 
methods of this House have led us into 
grave neglect of duty. The one thing 
which we ought to want to hear is what pro- 
posals the Government haveto make for the 
reinforcement of the Army, and I should 
like to appeal to hon. Members on both 
sides to put an end to this debate. One 
hon. Gentleman on the opposite side told 
us that this Amendment had to be moved 
because it was expected by the country. 
Surely the country now has had enough 
of it. It is an idle Amendment, but 
though idle it may have serious results, 
Up to this time the right of this House 
to be considered the central council of 
the Empire has not been disputed, but as 
the Empire develops and the population 
grows larger there may come a day when 
the claims will not be allowed, and when 
that day comes I believe the enemies of 
this House will point to this debate as 
proving that at the first moment of real 
peril that comes to the Empire this 
House wasted more than a week of 
public time before turning to the press- 
ing needs of the country. I have 
only now to appeal to the Leader of the 
House, and I assure him he has under- 
estimated the confidence this House and 
the Empire has in him, and that the con- 
fidence will not be shaken by any 
inference which might be drawn from 
an enforced conclusion of this dis- 
cussion. I appeal to him to bring it toa 
conclusion. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): I am as anxious as anyone to 
come to the proposals of the Government 
with regard to defence, but at the same 
time I must express my surprise that we 
have not had the proposals sooner. If, 
as the leader of the House has stated, the 
public service is suffering through this 
debate, it is quite within the rules of the 
House that this debate can be stopped 
at any moment in order to consider 
urgent proposals. ‘Therefore we are not 
open to any chargeof delaying the Govern- 
ment. I think we should have had the 
proposals before now. There are two 
results we can claim from this debate, 
one the speech of the Under Secretary 
for War, which contained the first state- 
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ment on behalf of the Government which 
showed they appreciated the gravity of 
the situation, and the second the 
speech of the Colonial Secretary, con- 
taining the most important declaration we 
have yet heard of the Government’s 
policy. It showed us that the fate of the 
country was in stronger hands than might 
have been supposed from some of the 
statements of Ministers, before Parliament 
met, at Manchester, Leicester, and else- 
where, and from the statement of the 
Prime Minister in the House of Lords. 
Although I look upon this as a just 
war, and a war which has been forced 
upon us, yet [I cannot conceal from 
myself the belief that there have been 
grave errors in the diplomacy and the 
preparations for war. In voting for 
this Amendment, I record my _ sense 
of avoidable disasters, but I do not 
in the least deny that it is a war in 
defence of our just rights. No 
charge can be made that we are 
unwilling to give a straight vote to 
the Government on the clear issue of the 
war. We merely desire to give them a clear 
perception of those parts of the policy of 
which we disapprove. The Under 
Secretary of State for War — said 
that in various quarters this Amend- 
ment would not be understood, and 
that view has been re-echoed by many 
others. I do not think the Government 
or their supporters understand it. — It 
has been denounced as a despicable party 
manceuvre, inspired by the ignoble aim 
of uniting the Liberal — party in 
anticipation of office. Who believes 
that a change of Government is 
desirable in the country at a time like 
this? I do not think that charge can be 
seriously made. Another objection made 
is that we should not move an Amendment 
like this unless we are prepared to cross 
the floor of the House. That is, 
after all, only a technical objection, 
because if any discussion is to be 
raised it is necessary to move an 
Amendment. In my opinion this Amend- 
ment is perfectly fair and reasonable, 
heing inspired by a sense that the Govern- 
ment have failed to prepare for war, and 
now fail to appreciate sufficiently the 
grave state of affairs in which we are 
placed, and that is why I welcomed the 
declarations made in the most important 
part of the debate last night. It is the 


duty of the Opposition to raise a debate 
of this kind, and endeavour to keep the 
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question within proper bounds. The 
supreme end of the Opposition at this 
time is to strengthen the Government. I 
have had doubts as to how that end could 
be best conserved, but to my mind, after 
the speeches on the opening day of the 
session, this Amendment was fully justi- 
fied, and we could not have avoided bring- 
ing it before the House. It has been 
asserted during the course of the debate 
that the country does not care for an 
Amendment of this kind at a time like 
this, and although that is a characteristic 
statement from Members on the other 
side of the House, I do not think it repre- 
sents entirely the feeling of the country. 
The country does care for the humiliation 
of thecountry. Each Minister tells his 
own tale. Lord Salisbury asks “ How on 
earth we were to know the Boer 
strength”; Lord Lansdowne, _ rising 
within a few moments, said “ We know 
all we care about the Boer strength.” 
The First Lord of the Treasury said 
“ War was inevitable.” Lam quoting from 
the Evtru-Parliamentary Hansard, which 
purports to give a correct report of 
speeches of hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men outside Westminster. The Under 
Secretary for War says that every pre- 
caution was taken which foresight could 
suggest. We have had admissions from 
the Colonial Secretary that the Govern- 
ment had made mistakes. The debate, I 
feel, will assist the country, and that was 
the reason this Amendment was moved, 
As to the unpreparedness for war, we feel 
that the Army did not have a fair chance at 
thestart. At firstit was thought that 20,000 
men were sufficient, and that humiliation 
might be averted. Then we had 60,000, 
and we were told that we should have 
an easy time up to the taking of 
Pretoria. With 180,000 men we have 
found that the war has partaken of the 
nature of a drawn battle; and even with 
200,000 men there is a long and difficult 
struggle before us, which will make the 
final settlement of South Africa all the 
more difficult, whilst our own position all 
the world over is more or less vulnerable. 
The question of the prompt dispatch of 
troops is one of the first importance, because 
we cannot conceal the fact that there is a 
world-wide sympathy with the Boers, 
which is greatly increased by our failure. 
It is the misrepresentations that are made 
of us, that we are shooting down harm- 
less peasants who occupy South Africa in 
limited numbers, which blinds the world 
Sixth Day. 
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to the fact that the British Empire, and 
not the Republics, stands for liberty and 
freedom. I hope that the proposals 
which the hon. Baronet wishes to see 
introduced will show that further pre- 
parations will be made. There are many 
officers and men, tired of civil life, who 
could be called up, and who would form 
the nucleus of a fresh force for defensive 
purposes, or would strengthen the drafts 
which will have to be sent abroad. There 
has been anxiety to know who is really 
nead of the Army. We are told that the 
generals in the fieid have had a free 
hand. But unless General White's in- 
structions expressly directed him to 
ignore Natal and the Natal Government, 
and to think only of his army, he or any 
British officer in his position was liable 
to be swayed by political considerations. 
One would like to know whether General 
White considered the forces at his com- 
mand sufficient to carry out his instruc- 
tions. The Under Secretary of State 
for War the other night gave the late 
General Symons as the sole authority for 
the affair at Glencoe, while the right hon. 
4sentleman himself referred at Manchester 
to the “unhappy entanglement ” at Lady- 
smith in which General White found 
himself involved, and the late Home 
Secretary to-night suggested that 
that entanglement might really have 
been caused, not by General White, 
but by his instructions. The First Lord 
of the Treasury also stated at Manches- 
ter that the guns supplied to General 
White were guns intended for a mobile 
force. Such statements do not tend to 
allay public anxiety, and the charge of 
unpreparedness is almost inevitable. It 
would seem, from what we are told, that 
every brigade or division sent out during 
the earlier part of a war is of the 
character of a forlorn hope which is 
necessarily sacrificed. That surely is not 
a very encouraging message to send 
either to our regular forces in the field or 
to the colonial contingents. Real en- 
couragement was given by the statements 
of the Under Secretary of State for War 
and the Colonial Secretary, and I hope 
that we may, even now on the last day of 
the debate, have a very strong declara- 
tion from the First Lord of the Treasury 
also, because we want to know whether 
the right hon. Genileman is more per- 
suaded of the mistakes that have been 
acknowledged by the Colonial Secretary, 
Mr. Munro Ferguson, 
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and of the efforts which may be required 
to remedy a most serious state of things. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe I was 
the first Minister to state in public that 
there had undoubtedly been mistakes in 
regard to this war. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON: That 
statement was probably made at Man- 
chester, and the general trend of public 
opinion in respect of that speech may he 
judged from expressions used in regard to 
it by the press of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own party. The speeches of the 
First Lord of the Treasury and of Lord 
Salisbury undoubtedly introduced a 
feeling of gloom. Certainly _ that 
feeling was materially lightened by 
the speeches of the Under Secretary of 
State for War and the Colonia! Secretary ; 
but until Parliament met we had no 
declaration which gave any confidence to 
the country at a time of great trial and 
anxiety. There is only one other point 
to which I wish to refer, and that is the 
subject of unity. We have been exhorted 
and lectured on the subject of unity. 
There is no reason to suppose that we are 
notunited for practical purposes. Surely the 
voting of supplies is a very practical pur- 
pose ; surely the fact of the statements of 
the objects of the war made by the hon, 
Baronet behind me being accepted by the 
First Lord of the Admiralty shows a con- 
siderable amount of agreement with re- 
gard to the ordinary circumstances of the 
war. We have been taunted on our 
want of unity, but I myself am as anxious 
as anyone on that side of the House to 
see unity. We may have to go very far 
together in pursuing these objects—that 
there shall be equal franchise for the 
white races in South Africa, and that 
there shall never more be any arsenal 
there by means of which British supre- 
macy may be threatened. 1 remember 
many years ago, when I happened to meet 
Sir Hercules Robinson, as he then was, he 
told me that, though a strong supporter 
of the restoration of the Transvaal and 
the policy of 1881, he thought that peace 
having been concluded on the frontier 
was a serious bar to that peace being a 
lasting settlement, and that the way to 
secure a lasting settlement was to make 
peace at Pretoria. This time, at any rate, 
we shall have to go to Pretoria. That kind 
of support should, I think, be held to be 
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sufficient by our opponents if they wish to 
promote unity. There are other versions 
of unity held by some hon. Gentlemen, 
and it is interpreted as meaning that the 
Opposition is unpatriotic if it does not 
follow blindly and silently the Govern- 
ment into every hole and corner where 
its policy may lead us. If a Liberal 
criticises any part of the policy of the 
Government he is held up to obloquy ; if 
he holds his tongue he is supporting his 
his party for political purposes ; if he 
speaks here for a few moments he is told 
the country does not care for the debate, 
and he had better be quiet; and if he 
votes against the Government he sinks 
heneatk the notice of any decent citizen. 
I think the party opposite sometimes set 
about to create unity on the policy of the 
war in an odd kind of way. Weare com- 
pelled to admit that in some parts of that 
policy most gross mistakes have been 
made. The Leader of the House says it 
was the raid which made the Govern- 
ment helpless in the matter of protesting 
against the armaments of the Boers. No, 
it was not the raid. It was the conduct 
of the inquiry after the raid which in- 
flicted a cruel and irreparable injury upon 
British justice and British character, and 
that is the reason, if there is any, for our 
helplessness in making our war prepara- 
tions with respect to the armaments of 
the Transvaal. But that is not a_suffi- 
cient excuse. This matter must be dealt 
with in the light of plain facts, not by 
skulking behind the British Constitu- 
tion or public departments or the “man 
in the street.” We should do better 
if our troops could take cover and our 
Ministers come out into the open. We 
have heard of a weak and discredited 
Opposition. It is a thousand pities there 
may be nothing to take their place. The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs said that the country would not 
turn the present Government out in order 
to put the Opposition in. That is a small 
consolation to the country, but the per- 
manent incubus of a weak and indifferent 
and discredited Government would be the 
greatest curse that the God of battles 
could prepare for the British Empire. 


*Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): Iam not one 
of those who complain of this Amendment 
having been moved. However small and 


weak the Opposition may be they have 
a perfect right to criticise the actions and 
omissions of the Government, and I do 
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not know of any way in which they could 
bring the matter more fairly to the test 
than by moving such a resolution as that 
now before the House. In fact I think 
they have done the very best thing pos- 
sible for the Government and for this 
side of the House. If we have been in 
any way, which I very much doubt, a 
disunited party this motion will certainly 
bring us together in the lobby. There 
is nothing brings a_ disunited party 
together so much as a vote of censure on 
the Government it supports. But there 
are two things of which we may com- 
plain. The first is that the Amendment 
is so wide, in that it goes back so far as 
1895 instead of limiting the proposed 
censure to the Government’s conduct 
since Parliament was prorogued — in 
October last. The subject of the first 
part of the Amendment was amply 
and fully threshed out in the last 
session of Parliament, and it was certainly 
unnecessary to again take us over the 
whole ground. Then there is the con- 
duet of the Opposition, which has unduly 
extended the length of the debate. 
Various reflections have been cast from 
both sides of the House. The hon. and 
learned Member for West Fife, who 
always speaks with wit, ability, and 
eloquence, taunted the two front benches 
with the fact that the prolongation of the 
debate arose from their vanity, that they 
desired to have the best cuts of the 
joint themselves, and that only one of 
them could speak each night. I think he 
ought to confine his censure to the front 
bench on his own side of the House, 
because it is an open secret that the 
Opposition are answerable for not allowing 
the division to take place until to-night. 
That being so, if more than one Member 
of the front bench spoke on any evening 
they would soon be used up, and the debate 
would collapse but for hon. Members 
sitting behind. Therefore, if any one of 
us gets up to speak I cannot see how we 
can be held responsible for the prolonga- 
tion of the debate, because it has to go 
on until a certain time, and the inter- 
vening hours have to be filled up some- 
how. There being no complaint against 
us on that account, we complain that so 
much old matter has been raked up. 
Things that we dealt with in October have 
been again brought forward, and we have 
had to go over the same old ground. 


In one respect we may regret the 
recent arrangement by which the 
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Address in answer to Her Majesty’s 
gracious Speech is limited to one sentence. 
If the old course had been followed, a 
clause would have been inserted in the 
Address reciprocating Her Majesty’s 
sympathy with those who are fighting in 
the front, and with those who are suffering 
because of the war, and her admiration of 
the heroism of the troops. If a short 
statement in that sense was added to the 
Address I believe that the hearts of our 
soldiers, both those who are fighting and 
those who are wounded, and of the rela- 
tives of those who have been killed, 
would receive very considerable comfort, 
and would glow with some thrill, knowing 
that not only did their Queen sympathise 
with them, but that the House of 
Commons as a body had expressed in 
Parliament their entire concurrence in 
that feeling. There are one or two 
speeches, which have not yet heen suffi- 
«ently answered, upon which | wish to 
make one or two remarks. One complaint 
only have I to make against Her Majesty's 
Government. I wish they had shown a 
little more courage and a little more con- 
fidence in the hearty support of the large 
majority they have in this House, and 
not have feared, as they seem to have 
done, to make proposals which might be 
necessary for the safety of the country, 
even though they were unable at the time 
to lay before us all the circumstances 
which led them to the conclusion that 
such proposals were desirable. So great 
is our confidence in the Government that 
I do not think we should have needed 
any statement. If they had come to the 
House and said, “ We as a Government 
tell you we want this or that done for 
strengthening the forces at home or the 
Heet,” or if they had asked us to vote 
money, we should have supported ‘them 
without pressing them for their reasons 
if they thought it desirable to withhold 
them. In all other respects they have 
done on the whole quite as well as could 
he expected from them. No doubt the 
Colonial Secretary said that mistakes had 
been made, and it was contended there 
was a discrepancy between that statement 
and the words of the Leader of the House 
at Manchester, when he said the Govern- 
ment were not going to apologise for any 
mistakes. I think they were both right. 
There were mistakes, but there is no need 
of apology. I never knew of anybody 
to get on at all without making mistakes. 
If we were all endowed with prescience, 


Mr. Gedge. 
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if we knew exactly what was on the other 
side of the hill, or would take place to- 
morrow or next year, we should make no 
mistakes. He alone is culpable, and needs 
to make apologies for mistakes, who does 
not act rightly on the facts before him. 
There is no man in business who, on look- 
ing back, cannot see that he has made 
mistakes. But that is no reason for 
sorrow, it is not a reason for apology, to 
those who have done the best in their 
power on the facts before them, who have 
formed the best judgment open to them 
on what they knew. — If things turned 
out not as they might reasonably have 
expected no one has any right to find 
fault, and there is no need of apology. 
That ‘seems to me to be the position of 
the Government in the present instance. 
I did not have the advantage of hearing 
it, but I have read carefully a very 
long speech of the hon. Member the ex- 
Attorney General. There are other 
speeches very like his, but I think he is 
the chief offender in the matter. Here, 
at « time when great Imperial interests 
are at stake, at a time when we want to 
get to work, he thought it well to make a 
very long speech entirely taken up by 
details, full from beginning to end of 
small points. I could not but be re- 
minded of a saying of Burke’s about 
a hundred years ago in connection 
with the trial of Warren Hastings. An 
ex-Law Officer of the Crown made a 
long and elaborate speech on the subject, 
and Burke said that the hon. and learned 
Member was very eloquent ; he was very 
great at nisi privs; he was a master of 
small points; his mind was filled with 
small points ; but he was about as capable 
of understanding a great Imperial ques- 
tion like this as a doe rabbit is of under- 
standing the gestations of an elephant. 
It seemed to me that the hon. and 
learned Member to whom I have referred 
was very much in the position of that 
doe rabbit. Then I heard the speech of 
another ex-Law Officer on this side 
of the House, and he thinks the war 
unnecessary and unjust, but yet he will 
gladly go into the lobby on behalf of the 
Government. I remember the old story 
of a nobleman many years ago, who was 
accustomed to ride at the head of his 
farmers to vote at the elections. One 
day somebody came up to him and said, 
“T see Mr. Jones going up with 
you; I wonder you do not get 
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rid of him, because he makes 
Tory speeches.” ‘I do not care what 
speeches he makes,” was the reply, “so 
long as he votes with me.” With regard 
to the hon. and learned Member, we on 
this side of the House do not care a bit 
about his vote, we have votes enough 
without it, but we do care about his 
speech very much, and we wish he had 
not made it. His speech is wrong from 
beginning to end, and I do not believe it 
will do himself or anybody else any good. 
Whom does he represent? We are all 
representatives in this House. I should 
not venture to express my own senti- 
ments here, if I did not represent an 
important industrial constituency. The 
hon. and learned Member to whom I 
referred does not represent Plymouth ; 
his constituents would be glad to get rid 
of him. His constituents distinctly state 
that he does not represent them, and 
therefore in taking the course he has done 
he merely represents himself. Somehow 
or other, the hon. and Jearned Gentleman 
for the last few years has taken a strongline 
against the party and Government which 
in political matters he used to support. 
{*No.”] Take the Venezuela question. 
Almost before anything was known about 
ithe got up and made a public speech 
and wrote letters to show that the Govern- 
ment were all wrong, the country had 
not a leg to stand on,and the Venezuelans 
were all right. But what did the arbi- 
trators say? On almost every point they 
gave an award distinctly in favour of this 
country. I only instance that to show 
that the hon. and learned Gentleman 
might have had a little more distrust in 
his own opinion, and before taking a line 
strongly against his own country and 
Government have looked back a little and 
remembered how he had been proved to be 
in the wrong before. I think the same fate 
will befall him this time. The hon. and 
learned Member told us that the Boers 
were a brave and true-hearted people. 
Yes, they are brave if you like, but 
true-hearted! What does he mean by 
“true-hearted” ? Let me read one or 
two short extracts from letters in the 
papers from those who are at the seat of 
war. Here is a letter from a Newark 
missionary lately in the Transvaal. He 


Says 


“For three years I have been living in the 
heart of the Transvaal, and I have watched 
the Boers very closely. The first thing that 
strikes a stranger is their piety. After one 
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has been among them for a time the gloss 
begins to wear off, and we find there is far 
more profession than possession, and we say 
with an American evangelist that ‘of all hum- 
bugs the religious humbug is the biggest.’ 
Taking them on the whole, their religion, their 
piety, is a faree. They interpret the Scriptures 
to meet their own purposes, and their prayers 
are that God will bless them and slay the- 
Englishmen. God is to them a God of the 
Dutch only. Some people venture to say the 
native has been treated little better 
than a dog. I will go further and say he 
has been treated worse than a dog. I 
have been working among 2,000 natives, 
composed of people from the Zambesi to 
Cape Town. Not one has a good name for 
the Boers. Dreadful as it may sound, war was 
a necessity. A thousand and one things called 
loudly for it. A government so foul and cor- 
rupt must fall. The flag of justice and free- 
dom for black and white must wave o’er the 
(at present) God-forsaken Transvaal.” 


They are the true-hearted, are they ! 
What do we get in let‘ers from other 
parts of the battlefield? From a letter 
from Belmont I will quote— 

“We had a little adventure there. One of 
our officers and about twelve of us got sepa- 
rated from our company and battalion, and 
came across a number of Boers among the 
hills. We attacked them anid got close to 
them, and when we fixed our bayonets in order 
to charge them they put up the white flag. 
Of course that put us off our guard, and when 
we approached them they fired on us, killing 
two and wounding five or six more, our officer 
included.” 

That is not an isolated erse. I have 
ancther case here which happened at 
Colenso. A doctor writes— 

“This done, the brutes advanced with a flag 
of truce, and asked to be allowed to collect 
their wounded. Of course we allowed them, 
but instead they gradually worked round and 
surrounded us, calling on our two companies 
to surrender. When our colonel refused this, 
they beat the poor old man on the head with 
the end of their rifles, breaking all his front 
teeth, taking our men all prisoners, and 
marched them off to Pretoria.” 

That is the sort of thing which is coming 
from every part of the battlefield. These 
are the class of persons who are called a 
true-hearted people, and it is said thaf we 
should not go to war with them on that 
account. We had in October last a terrible 
statement of the horrors of war, from the 
hon. Member for Plymouth and he has 
repeated it in this debate. Well, as a 
Christian, humane, and cultured people we 
feel deeply the horrors of war, and there 
is not one of us who would not be thank- 
ful if the war was stopped. But what 
right have Gentlemen opposite to throw 
this into the scale upon a question as to 
whether the Government have done their 
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duty or deserve censure ? 
are invoked to prove that it is Sir A. 
Milner’s war, or the Colonial Secretary’s 
war. That is most unfair. 
Paul Kruger’s war. It has been said 
that we have gone to war for the 
franchise, but that was only a means 
to anend. The franchise was first pro- 
posed by a member of the party oppo- 
site, the Marquess of Ripon. There were 
a great many things going on in the 
Transvaal of which we had a right to 
complain and remonstrate. Do not let 
us get involved in such questions as the 
drifts, the dynamite monopoly, or other 
things. What was desired was that the 
Uitlanders would be able to help them- 
selves by having the franchise which 
would render all this continual nagging 
and interference unnecessary. The fran- 
chise was a simple means to an end, and 
if Mr. Kruger desired peace he was a very 
great fool for not giving the franchise 
which the Colonial Secretary asked for. 
Only one-fourth of the representatives of 
the Transvaal would have been returned 
by the Uitlanders, and they would 
have been powerless in the Volksraad. 
They would have brought forth their 
grievances, but they would certainly 
have been out-voted, and England could 


not have interfered. The first thing 
that opened my eyes to the real 
intention of President Kruger was 
the way in which he just got near 


to what was proposed, and then he 
put something in which we could not 
accept, and which showed that he never 
honestly intended to come to terms be- 
cause his intention was, as soon as the 
rains had fallen and there was food for 
horses, to declare war. We are blamed 
for breaking off the negotiations, and 
why ! Because they had been entirely 
upon the franchise. It was found that 
Mr. Kruger would not come to terms, and 
the Colonial Secretary very properly 
stopped the negotiations on those lines so 
that he might try something else. The 
right hon. Gentleman was thinking it over, 
and told President Steyn he would be 
glad to hear his suggestions, and called 
attention to the Duke of Devonshire’s 
speech, in which he declared that our 
proposals would be very moderate. But 


after only a few days’ delay President 
Kruger sent us an ultimatum declaring 


war and invaded British territory, and 
yet we are told that this is the Colonial 
Secretary's or Mr. Rhodes’s war. I 


Mv. Gedye. 
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say again it is Paul Kruger’s war, 


be fought to a conclusion. There js 
another conclusive point to my mind 
‘that Kruger intended war, and that 


is the fact that he took such pains to 
hide kis armaments from the British. : 
a small State fears to be attacked by j 
neighbour it endeavours to lead ins 
large State to believe that its armaments 
are larger than they really are, and that 
they will find if they attack them that 
they are only drawing the badger. What 
about all these cannon that were smug- 
gled in pianoforte cases, andarms concealed 
in boxes of tapioca and maccaroni, which 
was done because Kruger wanted to hide 
the fact that he was making a huge 
arsenal of the Transvaal? All these secret 
preparations were not for defensive pur- 
poses, but because Kruger intended to 
attack us. Weare waging war now for the 
preservation of peace in our South African 
Republic. Supposing any one of our 
Native States in India followed President 
Kruger’s course and imported secretly 
armaments and got foreign military 
strategists to train their soldiers? We 
should be obliged to tell them to stop it. A 
compiaint was made against the Colonial 
Secretary because he did not at once, in 
the early stages of the diplomacy, declare 
war. Fora Minister to be compelled to 
declare war in a case of that kind would 
put terrible power into the hands of an un- 
scrupulous Minister involving his country 
in war. It is said that the Government 
ought to have known all about these 
preparations, and that they are guilty of 
want of knowledge and foresight. I 
maintain that the Government did all 
they could under the circumstances, and 
it would be easy to point out in the news- 
papers which represent the party which 
is now attacking us that when the troops 
were sent out they accused the Govern- 
ment of sending out too many troops, 
and now they charge us with not sending 
enough. I admit we have suffered what 
the right hon. Baronet calls checks. We 
have lost lives which perhaps might have 
been spared, although I do not think they 
could have been saved by anything we 
could have done at home. On the | face 
of it this great loss of life and of prisoners 
was due to action on the spot, and not 
due to any orders directed by this 
Government. The troops sent out have 
done all they were sent todo. The right 
hon. Gentleman was very angry because 
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the Secretary for the Colonies wired always listen with interest and sympathy, 
his approval of Sir Alfred Milner’s was under the impression that the House 
statement that an invasion of Natal would of Commons in this, the time of peril, 
not be tolerated for a moment. Would ought to be engaged in a better and more 
he have wished him to say that invasion dignified task than criticising the causes 
would be tolerated and feebly resisted? and the preparations for this war. He 
No, he was bound to tell our colonists indicated that it was not a satisfactory 
that the whole power of the British thing for foreign nations to see the 
Empire would be used, and that such British House of Commons almost 
an invasion would not be tolerated. squabbling, as he said, about details while 
Nearly the whole of the boundaries of the our soldiers were at death grips with the 
Transvaal is British territory, and if we brave, plucky, magnanimous, and heroic 
had had 100,000 men on the spot it would Boers. I do not share that view. I 
hardly have been possible to prevent in- believe that the proof of the real great- 
vasion at some point on a boundary 2,000 ness of the British people is tested by the 
miles long. We have done everything fact that the House’of Commons is doing 
that was possible to repair any mistake,and its legislative duty here as our soldiers 
we have succeeded in preventing the in- are doing their duty in South Africa. 
vasion coming still further. The Boers In a specialised nation like this it is 
thought they were going to suceeed in appropriate that the soldier should fight 
fighting their way to Pietermaritzburg while the House of Commons is dis- 
and Durban, and thus drive us out of the charging its legal functions in discussing 
country. But what progress have the what led up to the war. I think it is a 
Boers made? Why that little army proof of the character and dignity of 
which we sent out at first has been able the House of Commons that while we are 
to stop them. Troops are now going to engaged in a war of this character, we 
the front in large quantities, and we have are not excited like other assemblies or 
no reason to doubt that that invasion flying at each other’s throats on the 
will be stopped and the Boers will be question as to who began the war and 
driven back. We have gained one or how it ought to be conducted. I will 
two good lessons from the war. We say for the House of Commons that I 
have been shown the weaknesses of our have never listened to a discussion ex- 
defences in case we have a quarrel tending over so many days in which the 
with a European Power. My opinion typical equanimity of the British character 
is that this war has also shown us | was more splendidly displayed than 
to be stronger in relation to European during the whole progress of this debate. 
Powers than has been hitherto supposed. And while we are discussing here the minds 
We have feared Russia’s invasion of of the people are working, and the man 
India, but we have now learned from the | in the train and the omnibus with almost 
experience of Natal that, with thousands equally placid demeanour is threshing out 
of Indian troops, stiffened by British the issues and problems of this struggle ; 
officers, and with the aid of our splendid and I regard it as complimentary to the 
artillery and of the spade, we can fortify House of Commons and to the British 
the mountain passes and prevent any peoplethatwe all havethe moral courage to 
Russian invasion, And as long as our do our duty, taking no notice of the blind 
Navy maintains its present proud position and ignorant criticisms directed against 
we have absolutely no fear of a foreign us by a few newspapers outside, owned 
invasion of this country. If England was by: blackguards and edited by ruffians 
strong enough to stand against all Europe who clamoured for this war. I say that 
a century ago it can do so now. We we are fulfilling the best traditions of the 
know that the Government is going to House of Commons, and we are incident- 
profit by this war and remedy the weak ally imitating the great ones be- 
spots in our military preparations. There- fore us—Chatham and Fox and the 
fore, with all my heart and without hesita- Duke of Richmond and Gordon, who went 
tion, I shall go into the lobby against this further than the House of Commons is 
Amendment. now doing by taking the side of the 
American colonies against their own 
*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): The countrymen when they were wrong. 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the Then we are told by the other side that 
College Division of Glasgow, to whom I we ought to be silent ; that the muzzling 
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order should be imposed, that the House 
of Commons should be inarticulate, and 
that we should be dumb dogs all. In 
whose interest and for what? In the 
interest of some pinchbeck Pitt, some 
embryonic Cromwell, who has not yet 
appeared, and whose vain ambitions and 
plunging policies are to override a free 
assembly. One man is to be invited—and 
I hear it with shame—from the Liberal 
side, to do what Pitt did a hundred years 
ago, without Pitt’s justification. Wild 
Imperialism succeeded by militarism is 
to pave the way to autocracy. He 
backed up the stupidity of the King by 
zssuming power which the House of 
Commonsonly should haveassumed, and by 
refusing the overtures of Napoleon Bona- 
parte, when he humbly sued for peace, the 
Houise of Commons being practically silent, 
involved the country in eighteen years of 
war and a national debt of a thousand 
millions. That was because the Oppo- 
sition did actually, what the present 
Opposition has virtually done in recent 
years, abdicate its function of opposing 
the Government. Out of a mistaken 
sense of patriotism men have been silent 
in this House at the suggestion of a 
clique too long. The financial elements, 
the military caste, the society set, have 
dictated African policy too long, with 
fatal results. In the initial stages of 
this war, they should not only have 
heen cloquent against it but indignant 
against all the causes which led up to it. 
It is stated that the country is disgusted 
with this debate, which is doing no good 
and possibly doing some harm. I do not 
believe it. If it be true, the country 
must be awakened by protest, and that 
protest I cheerfully make. Let me first 
deal with one fact in the speech of 
the hon. and gallant Member who has 
recently spoken. He said that the only 
effect of this debate will be to stimulate 
the Boers and give them an incentive to 
fight. What more incentive do they want 
from the military point of view! Fifty 
or sixty thousand peasant farmers, market 
gardeners, and undisciplined troops are 
fighting under the greatest stimulus men 
can ever have—a deep religious motive, a 
patriotic impulse, and a love of liberty. 
Chey have kept at bay the skill of our 
generals and the heroism of our troops. 
‘They want no more incentive than their 
continuous successes, and I would advise 
military men, who talk without per- 
spective and proportion more befitting 
Mr. John Burns. 
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Laffan’s Plain than of actual warfare, 
to remember that the Boers want no fur- 
ther incentive than that supplied them by 
the baffling of our Generals and the blun- 
dering of the Colonial Secretary for the 
past four years. It was not as high as 
a church or as wide as a door, but, like 
Mercutio’s wound, it was enough. This 
debate has evoked from the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War one of the most 
charming speeches I have ever listened to 
in the House of Commons, and it has 
enabled us to have departmental prepara- 
tions and facts put before the country. 
What is more, it has enabled two or three 
Liberal Imperialists to state the case from 
the point of view of jingo expansion more 
clearly and ably than the Government 
were capable of doing themselves. This 
is interesting if disappointing, and illus- 
trates too clearly their departure from 
Liberal traditions. Then we are also 
told that every day that this debate 
goes on there is a stronger pro- 
bability of the country being involved in 
external trouble. I am not a jingo nor a 
Liberal Imperialist, but this I do say, 
that badly as England has done ina 
wrong cause against the Boers, and we 
have done badly mainly on that account, 
the Germans could not have done better, 
and the French would, in my opinion, 
have done infinitely worse. France met 
defeat in Madagascar ; Italy met its fate in 
Abyssinia, and in West Africa and the 
Cameroons, where I have been, can he 
seen what Germany is capable of doing, 
where climate and strange conditions pre- 
vail. If foreign countries went so far as 
to presume on our difficalties in South 
Africa to attempt an invasion, in which 
I do not believe, let me tell the House 
of Commons, as knowing the man in the 
street, that there would be a prompt 
dismissal from the front benches of the 
incompetent Ministers and of the military 
mandarins in Pall Mall, who area dis 
grace to their office. These gentlemen 
lack adaptability, promptitude, and seem 
incapable of meeting difficulty with re- 
source. In a real national crisis 
prompt, able, and adaptable leaders 
would be found. The Army would be 
demilitarised and put on a_ basis that 
would enable it to repel invasion. The 
civilian and mechanical instincts of the 
people would make short work of those 
who fill office but cannot inspire confi- 
dence, who can exercise empty authority 
but wield no power. When I hear men 
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talk about the British Empire being 
broken up I do not believe a word 
of it. It is not true. It would not 
happen even if we lost South Africa, 
as Empire depends on other qualities than 
military loss or failure. That kind of clap. 
trap was indulged in when we lost the 
American colonies, but from 1780 up till 
1900 has been a period of unexampled pros- 
perity, and so long as our people are in- 
dustrious and our merchants honest the 
British people will go on. This debate 
amongst many good results must have the 
effect of dismissing from the public mind 
the violent misrepresentations of Paul 
Kruger,-General Joubert, and of the Boer 
people generally which had been indulged 
in. Daily papers like the Daily Muil 
represented the average Boer to be across 
hetween Charles Peace, the burglar and 
murderer, a West African negro, with 
a dash of Jack the Ripper thrown in ; 
and when the readers of that mendacious, 
and shallow and ignorant print read this 
description of the Boers every morning, 
they thought that these oracular produc- 
tions and definitions of the Boer character 
came straight from the very fountain of 
truth itself. Did the gullible readers 
think that the proprietors of the Daily 
Mail, which has been mainly responsible 
for egging the people of this country on 
to this war—-that Alfred Harmsworth had 
500 shares in the Chartered Company ; 
that Cecil Harmsworth was also a “ char- 
tered libertine,” and that another Harms- 
worth was one of the Rhodesian gang ? 
Did they think that Tudor Street and 

Carmelite Street were poisoning the well- 
springs of information, playing the low- 

down game of the Johannesburg Star and 

every one of the corrupt and rotten 
papers that have excited the man in the 
street to clamour for war against his 
better judgment and better inclination ? 
Fortunately the people are sobering, re- 
verses have chastened them, and respect 

jor their opponents has begotten fair 

play. I am one of those who have seen 

the Boer in this House when he occa- 

sionally visited us and in other places, 

and know something of him. It is 

creditable that men like Lord Methuen, 

Sir George White, General Symons, and, 

indeed, all who have come into contact 

with the Boers either here or in the 

colonies, have admired the _ strategy, 

chivalry, devotion, courage, and humanity 

of every man who follows the Boer flag. 

We havea right to say that. Respect for 
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a brave foe is the first step to know how 
to vanquish him, and when beaten how 
to treat him. Members will find when 
the settlement arrives how their harsh 
words will stand in the way. We have 
been told in this debate by Members 
opposite that the debate is useless. Yes, 
but what about the speech of the Under 
Secretary for War—the debate pro- 
duced that—or of the speeches of the 
hon. Members for Plymouth and Car- 
narvon? The hon. and legal Gentle- 
man is far too great a man to be worried 
and troubled by the hon. Member for 
Walsall, who took the opportunity of 
attacking him in his absence. This de- 
bate was necessary if only for that speech, 
in which we got out the evidence of the 
War Oftice and how bad a defence could 
be in the hands of such a good advocate 

Then it was necessary to have this debate 
if only to hear what case the Right. Hon. 
the Colonial Secretary could make out for 
the position he has taken up. I listened 
to that speech. It was a kind of speech 
which might have been delivered at a 
meeting of medical students, after they 
had passed their examination, in the Em- 
pire Theatre on a Saturday afternoon. 
No argument for the war—wave the 
Union Jack. No defence or justification 
of his policy—sing “ Rule Britannia.” A 
few mistakes committed (by other people) 
—double the army in South Africa. And 
then an eloquent peroration about “ seeing 
this thing through” in the language of 
the pot-house, and in the spirit of the 
prize-ring. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The language of the 
hon. Gentleman is hardly consistent with 
the dignity of debate. Such expressions 
as “the language of the pot-house ” 
should not be used in referring to the 
speech with which the hon. Gentleman is 
dealing. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: If you take, Mr. 
Speaker, exception to the phrase, I with- 
draw “language of the pot-house” and 
substitute “language of the Stock Ex- 
change.” I venture to say that if the Colo- 
nial Secretary and the Colonial Office had 
conducted the negotiations which led up 
to this unfortunate war in the tone and 
temper of the gentlemanly speech of the 
hon. Member for Dover, instead of being 
in the death-grips, as now, with them, 
President Kruger, President Steyn, and 
General Joubert would have been 
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interesting and attractive figures in Her 
Majesty’s Jubilee procéssion in 1897. 
But it was not to be. What does the 
Colonial Secretary say? We are to have | 
no second Majuba. Is that the kind of 
taunt to placate an enemy who deserves 
by his splendid fighting qualities to be 
treated well? Is it the kind of thing to 
say, that magnanimity isa mistake? Why 
we shall hear next that meanness is a 
virtue, charity a crime, and national 
honour only a mere convention. Then 
the Colonial Secretary talks about victory. 
I do not yet see it in sight—although 
like all men I would like to—when 
we know that we have lost 10,000 men, 
killed, wounded, missing, or prisoners ; or 
when this lamentable fact is brought to 
light, that in three years in the Crimean 
war we had 851 officers killed and 
wounded; whereas in three months 
of this war we have 615 ofticers killed, 
wounded, missing or prisoners. It is 
not for us to boast of victory after 
four months’ war, or to talk about 
magnanimity being a mistake, in face of 
tragic facts like these. It is not for us to 
talk about no repetition of Majuba, which 
was a military blunder on our side, and for 
which no fault could be found against the 
Boers. What we have got to do in our 
struggle with the Boers, whilst prose- 
cuting our military aim with their ability, 
resource, and common sense, is to avoid 
provocation and boastful threats, and 
what we have a right to do when war 
ceases, is to make -it possible for our 
enemy to enter into negotiations for a 
lasting and permanent peace, which 
shall be beneficial to both sides. I am 
not to be dismayed from expressing my 
opinion by very easy taunts from the 
other side. I do not believe that war, 
even in a good cause, should be so readily 
invoked as it has been in this struggle, 
where incompetence has been followed by 
bloodshed, and rashness by desolation. I 
would refer to Edmund Burke’s speech 
on a similar occasion, when the dread 
arbitrament of war was lightly invoked. 
Then he said— 


“A conscientious man would be cautious 
how he dealt in blood. He would feel some 
apprehension at being called to a tremendous 
account for engaging in so deep a play without 
any knowledge of the game. It is no excuse 
for presumptuous ignorance that it is directed 
by insolent passion.” 


The right hon. Gentleman taunted the 
Opposition for voting for the Amend- 


Mr. John Burns. 
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ment. Now, I do not altogether agree 
with it, but, illogical though it be, I 
want to swell the majority against this 
war, consequently I am not a prisoner 
to phrases. I am going also to vote 
for the Amendment of the Irish Mem- 
bers, and would support any Amendment 
that challenges, denounces, or condemns 
the war, or its causes, or in any way 
makes for peace, which both the Boers 
and we will desire before this conttict 
ends. I am not concerned with being 
taunted with being inconsistent and 
illogical. I take up higher ground, and 
accept the challenge of the right hon. 
the Colonial Secretary. I maintain as 
against him that this war is unnecessary, 
unjust, and immoral, because I recognise 
the Boer Republics as independent States, 
owing us no suzerainty except in one 
particular which has not yet been in- 
fringed. There is no difference between 
Boer and Briton that warrants war. 
I say we had no right to dictate, no right 
to demand, only the privilege to persuade. 
It is because I believe this that I say this 
war is unnecessary, unjust, and immoral. 
I take up this attitude and shelter my- 
self behind the language of the Colonial 
Secretary, who said on May 8th, 1896, 
in the House of Commons- 

“To go to war with President Krager in 
order to force upon him reforms in the internal 
affairs of his State, with which successive 
Secretaries of State standing in this place 
have repudiated all right of interference, 
would have been a course of action as immoral 
as it would have been unwise.” 


If he was right then, as he was, 
I am justified now. I contend that 
this war might have been avoided, and 
to that extent was unnecessary. What is 
more, if the most elementary precautions 
and patience had been taken the cause 
of war could have been removed, if 
what others saw had been seen by the 
Colonial Office ; the crisis we are now in 
was foreshadowed by many. But before 
I deal with that point I want to bring to 
light a prophecy, not by myself, but by 
the Saturday Review on March 6th, 1897. 
That journal took the view that— 

“The return of Mr. Rhodes to South Africa 
will, we are afraid, mean the outbreak of 
further trouble. Is he to be permitted to do 
damage right and left now that he stands self- 
convicted of conspiracy against a friendly 
State. . Dr. Jameson, his victim, has 
suffered slightly for his participation in the 
plot. Is then the arch - conspirator, Mr. 
Rhodes, himself to escape scot-free? We are 
not disposed to be vindictive, but we do think 
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that it is criminal to allow Mr. Rhodes to ! 
meddle further in the politics of South Africa. 
If Mr. Chamberlain countenances Mr. Rhodes’s 
return to active political life and reappearance 
on the South African stage as a prominent 
though nondefined character, the results will 
be on his own head.” 

Well, it was because the Colonial Secre- 
tary had allowed Mr. Rhodes to go back 
to South Africa, and did not deprive him 
of his Privy Councillorship, of which he 
ought to have been deprived ; because he 
allowed Earl Grey to dodge the Com- 
mittee and slip away out of the country ; 
because he promoted Sir Graham Bower, 
and retained Mr. Newton; because 
Willoughby and White had been rein- 
stated whilst the correspondence between 
Mr. Hawksley and the Colonial Secretary 
showed how the instigators of the raid, 
the real cause of the war, had been 
treated—it is because of all these 
blunders and entanglements that we 
are involved in this lamentable war. 
Following the Saturday Review — and 
I have always taken a strong line 
against the Chartered Company—on the 
6th January, 1896, only a week after 
the raid, I suggested that the charter 
should be revoked, that Lord Roberts 
should be sent out to South Africa 
with 15,000 men, that all chartered 
rights should be sequestrated, that all 
commissioners, high and low, especially 
low, should be dismissed and sent home, 
that Mr. Asquith should be invited 
to be Civil Commissioner in South 
Africa for five years, that a guarantee 





‘should be given to the South African 


Republic of the autonomy for which they 
were fighting and which they deserve. 
Now why did I suggest that? Because I 
knew, as the man in the street knew, 
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the composition of the financial gang | 


which has engineered this war, and 
whose methods and agents were well 
known to everybody but the Colonial 
Office. On the question of independence 
of the Transvaal I stood with Mr. Glad- 
stone, no act of whose political life 
deserves more credit than his magnani- 
mous, prescient, and dignified conduct 
in 1881. I stood with Lord Kimberley, 
Lord Derby, Lord Salisbury, Sir Evelyn 
Wood, Mr. Balfour, Mr. W. H. Smith, and | 
the Lord Chief Justice as to the freedom 
and independent sovereignty of the 
Boers. We have evidence after evidence 


that beyond suggesting improvements in 
franchise, tariffs, and other matters, which ' 
President Kruger could or need not accept, | 
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we have no right to do what we have done, 
and in doing which we have been involved 
in this terrible and regrettable war. But 
it may be said that I want to see British 
subjects in South Africa treated better. Of 
course I do. I want to see British subjects 
under British dominion—no, not dominion; 
that is an arbitrary word——I want to see 
every British subject treated, wherever he 
is, as a true man ought to be. But the times 
are out of joint, when we have Conser- 
vatives invoking the cruel arbitrament 
of war to enforce a franchise on the aliens 
in the Transvaal, of whom they had such 
a poor opinion when in this country 
that they introduce Bills into this House 
to exclude them altogether from resi- 
dence in England. The Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs and other Tory 
Members insisted that the real question 
before the House was whether the 
Government were justified in espous- 
ing the grievances of the Uitlanders. 1 
say by diplomacy, yes; by representations, 
yes; by war, no, a thousand times no, 
because you have no right to dictate to 
the Transvaal on its internal affairs. But 
you did dictate, and demand and persuade 
with such effect that Paul Kruger climbed 
down considerably, and with such rapidity 
that the Colonial Secretary himself was 
astonished at the rapidity and amount of 
the concessions. And I venture to say 
that if he kad continued to squeeze the 
sponge it would not have been necessary 
to grasp the sword. If he had been more 
tactful and conciliatory, and had known 
better the traditions of our old diplomacy, 
we might have done with the velvet glove 
of conciliation what he is trying to do 
with the iron glove of war. If the in- 
genuity for war had been used for peace, 
this conflict could have been avoided. 
Mr. Hawksley knows something of South 
Africa, and this is what he said on 
31st January, 1900— 

* No doubt Mr. Rhodes believed that reason- 
able diplomacy would bring the negotiations 
with President Kruger respecting the grievances 
of the Uitlanders—the real bedrock of the 
controversy between the disputants—to a 
satisfactory and peaceful conclusion imme- 
diately on the publication of the June, 1899, 


Blue-book, disclosing a policy of bully and 
bluff leading straight to war.”’ 


the Queen’s Speech. 


And certainly he was not alone when 
he said that if it had not’ been 
for the Colonial Secretary’s despatches 
of June, 1899, the franchise would 
have been got without any trouble 
at all. Now, what was this de- 


Siath Day. 
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mand for the franchise? Anybody 
would think that there had been heads 
cracked in some Johannesburg Trafalgar 
Square, or that some Johannesburg park 
railings had been torn down by infuriated 
Britishers. Well, we have had in this 
war gallant deeds done by the fighting 
5th Northumberland Fusiliers. I know 
them well. They are our collier lads 
from Northumberland and Durham, and 
fine soldiers they are. When at home 
every man joins his trade union, and 
every man is a keen politician and an 
enemy of oppression of every kind. But 
what do the Northumberland and Durham 
miners say of the franchise in South 
Africa? They say what the Cornish 
miners say— 

“We are not here for votes; we are here for 
money. We do not want to politically depatriate 
ourselves. We want to go home to England 
and remain British subjects and exercise the 
vote there.” 


When this capitalist war was brought 
about the Northumberland and Cornish 
miners very patriotically refused to fight 
against their country, but declined to 
fight against the Boers because they 
believed, with the best of the Uitlanders, 
that this demand for the franchise in South 
Africa is a bogus demand, and a fraudulent 
pretext of the financiers to cover ulterior 
designs, to buy up and use the votes of 
industrial nomads to increase their com- 
mercial power, to lower the social standard 
of the miners, to lower wages and to 
increase hours. A Cornish miner, when 
interviewed, said that 

“The five or seven years franchise did not 
trouble us.” 


He said further on 

“We had no complaint about the hours ; 
we went to make money ; this is a capitalists’ 
job from beginning to end, and we have really 
no interest in it.” 
But let us take a higher authority than 
Northumberland or Cornish miners. The 
“ Reform Union League of South Africa ” 
sent over to England a gentleman named 
J. R. Dodd—Tommy Dodd he was called 
out there—-and as soon as he landed from 
the ship in the dock he rushed to the 
House of Commons to interview the 
Labour Members, to interest them in 
favour of the grievances of the Uitlanders. 
In this he was following the lead of 
the Chartered Company, whose agents 
ply their schemes within these walls. 
I can only say he caught a Tartar when I 
happened to be the first Labour Member to 


Mr. John Burns. 
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meet him. He wrote an article in the 
Forum, in which he said. that 

‘*From 1882 to 1892 there was no serious 

demand for the franchise, and no great anxiety 
for reform. The country was rich, and most of 
the new settlers were making too much money 
to care for reform. Tere was still, however, 
great need for the latter, and the administra- 
tion was going from bad to worse, while the 
concessions granted for the construction of 
railways and for dynamite were sure to work 
havoe in later years.” 
There is nothing in this to suggest 
harsh grievances and oppression to the 
working peopie. I asked him, “ Have 
you had any meetings in the Transvaal ?” 
and he said “No.” ‘Have you pulled 
down any park railings ?” “No.” “ What 
demonstrations, then ? Have you 
fought for the vote as long as English- 
men did at home!” “No.” “Do you 
know that the Lords, in July, 1898, 
by 86 to 36, excluded aliens, and that 
30 per cent. of your fellow  country- 
men in England either cannot vote for 
Commons or influence the Lords?” But 
he had not any proper answer to give. 
It was like my experience with another 
man from Johannesburg, where he had 
been for thirteen years, who came home, 
and whom I introduced into the House, 
The right hon. the Colonial Secretary was 
at the moment engaged in talking about 
the difference between the five and the 
seven years franchise ; but the Johannes- 
burg man could not restrain himself and 
refused to stay any longer. He had been 
used to getting 30s. a day in Johannes- 
burg instead of 30s. a week in this 
country, and he showed all the im- 
petuosity of the riche. He 
said— 

“We don’t want to listen to the Colonial 

Secretary and his talk of the franchise ; what 
we want is the confounded country.” 
He was not so circumlocutory as Mr. 
Dodd, but more honest. Now who paid 
the expenses of Mr. Dodd? Look at his 
credentials and his letters of introduction. 
The fine Roman hand of Mr. Rutherfoord 
Harris will be detected there, as in 
nearly every grievance - mongering agi- 
tation, in the interest of gold and 
diamonds in South Africa. That is the 
spurious agitation of the discontented 
patriotic Britisher who wants to lose his 
nationality at home for a very doubtful 
nationality abroad! Again, what did 
Mr. Lionel Phillips, one of the Rhodesian 
conspirators, say ?— 

“ As to the franchise, I do not think many 
people care a fig about it.” 


HOUTCHM 














in 

col 
op! 
un 
lab 
du 
go 

eX] 
kn 
tal 
ins 
ref 
pol 
me 
ow 
we 
day 
dor 
me! 
are 
tho 
Afi 
cha 
the 
per 
pio 
Aft 
altl 
not 
of 

See 








in the 


serious, 
unxiety 
most of 
money 
ywever, 
inistra- 
‘ile the 
tion of 
Oo work 


uggest 
to the 
* Have 
vaal ?” 
pulled 


What » 


you 
nglish- 
Oo you 
1898, 
1 that 
qunitry- 
rte for 
’ But 
) give. 
nother 
ie had 
home, 
House, 
ry was 
about 
id the 
annes- 
If and 
d heen 
lannes- 
n_ this 
ie im- 


He 


Yolonial 
+s what 


as Mr. 
0 paid 
at his 
uction. 
srfoord 
as in 
1y agi- 
1 and 
is the 
tented 
ose his 
subtful 
at did 
y\lesian 


: many 














793 Address in Answer to 


Let us see how the franchise is used by 
Rhodes, Harris, Fuller and Co. These 
gentlemen in the Lower House in Cape 
Colony, in August, 1899, obstructed and 
got rejected by two in the Cape House of 
Lords a 6d. in the £1 income tax 
because the De Beers millionaires 
would have had to pay the tax 
equally with the poor people. But 
not only that, these people who call 
the Boer Government a corrupt oligarchy 
were so keenly interested in doctoring 
the registers of the Capetown Parliament 
that Rhodes’ agents put on 7,000 false 
votes, largely forgeries, and in over 
twenty cases Rhodesian agents were con- 
victed by the courts of offences against 
the electoral laws, and one agent got 
four months’ imprisonment with hard 
labour. And then we are told that the 
gentlemen who do these things have 
sympathy with the British working 
man, believe in the purity of govern- 
ment and honesty of administration ! 
We are informed that the Boers treat 
the white labourers badly, but the native 
labourer worse, but if any one reads the 
labour papers which come from South 
Africa he will find that organised labour 
in South Africa—like the trade union 
councils at home—is unanimously of 
opinion that when the Transvaal comes 
under the Rhodesian domination, white 
labour will be reduced to what it is re- 
duced in Kimberley, and that things will 
go from bad to worse, as is proved by the 
experience of every reliable witness who 
knows the conduct of the Rhodesian capi- 
talists. As we go on we find instance after 
instance of intimidation, if white men 
refuse to arm or organise themselves for 
political purposes. subserving a com- 
mercial end in the interests of the mine 
owners in the various mines. When 
we go into the taxes, the eight-hour 
day, Sunday labour, wages, and _free- 
dom from interference, then I say the 
men who are engaged in the Transvaal 
we in an infinitely better position than 
those at Kimberley. The men in South 
Africa would lose rather than gain by any 
change taking place. Then, coming to 
the natives, I have had the pleasure, and 
perhaps the pain, of being one of the 
pioneers of Africa—I went to West 
Africa for a year, and was there, 


although the right hon. Gentleman may 
not know it, an engineer in the employ 
of a company of which the Colonial 
was a highly compensated 


Secretary 
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shareholder. I know how the natives 
are treated, and I will say there is a 
tendency in Africa, thanks in no small 
measure to our Civil Service and captains 
in the Navy, to do their best to inculcate 
kindness, that the natives’ position in this 
respect is better than in other parts; vet 
it is not so good as many people think. 
At the best ] have seen cruelty practised 
there which has filled me with shame for 
my country, and both Boer and Briton 
need not be too proud of their treatment 
of the natives in any part of Africa 
Then take the compound system. In th: 
Wellington Barracks the death rate is ¢ 
or 8 per 1,000 per annum, but when we go 
into the Kimberley compound, which is 
filled with people of just as strong phy- 
sique as the soldiers in Wellington Bar- 
racks, we find, from reports of returning 
miners, the death rate runs from 40 to 
70 per 1,000, almost the death rate of the 
Middle Passage. These men work hard 
at low depths, are liable to accidents, and 
when they come up they are not 
allowed out of the compounds, and 
the consequence is their only recreation 
is drinking, gambling, and fighting, with 
their attendant results in life and limb. 
Once a week they are subjected to strong 
purgatives to see that they do not secrete 
diamonds in their stomachs, and I now 
read that they go over each native with a 
sounding hammer to see whether he hasa 
diamond hidden about him in his flesh. 
We are now told we ought to grant the 
franchise at the demands of men who 
desire that all South Africa should come 
in for that treatment. The franchise 
for what—Asiatie labour, slavery condi- 
tions for the natives, and continually 
lower wages and lengthening of the hours 
for the skilled white labour? What 
hypocrisy it is to talk about franchise 
when monopoly rule, and commercial 
serfdom prevails. The right hon. Gentle- 
man. the Colonial Secretary, who is so 
fervent for the franchise, and desirous of 
giving the Transvaal local government, 
who involves us in a war in October 
when we were going to war to enfranchise 
a lot of Uitlanders—mostly Jews, who if 
they got their vote would sell it—was 
depriving by a stroke of the pen in August 
of self-government one of Her Majesty’s 
colonies, Jamaica, under the British flag, 
in the British Empire, whilst the Port of 
Spain, Trinidad, was protesting also 
against the arbitrary conduct of the 
Colonial Secretary in taking away its 
Sixth Dau. 
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powers of local self-government 
municipal administration. How can he 
reconcile war for aliens in Africa, and 
restricting colonial liberties at the same 
time? He cannot; this war is for terri- 
tory, for gold, for capitalist domination 
masquerading in the guise of freedom 
and franchise. I believe while we are pro- 
secuting this unrighteous war against these 
people we ought to prospect for peace ; we 
ought to ascertain Kruger’s mind as to 
what the ultimate terms should be. We 
can do so without loss of dignity and 
respect, and without loss of power or 
prestige. [“No, no!”] I am _ getting 
rather tired of this arrogant and ever- 
lasting “No.” It will have to be settled 
some day, I am for feeling our way now. 
I can remember reading, as a schoolboy, 
with pride and pleasure, how Old Eng- 
land, from King Alfred’s time, has 
been the protector of liberty and free- 
dom. ‘That is the quality that differen- 
tiates us from all other countries in 
the world. Except Ireland, Britain has 
been through centuries the  knight- 
errant of the smaller peoples. Who set 
Belgium on its legs, gave Greece its in- 
dependence, helped united Italy, and stood 
by Switzerland from time to time? Eng- 
land. In this war England is not fulfilling 
her traditional task, the protector of the 
smaller nations, and the British Army, 


which used to be for all good 
causes the Sir Galahad of History, 
has become in Africa the janissary 


of the Jews, and at whose instance a 
narrow financial section in and out of this 
House. I spent my Christmas holidays 
going through the books of the Chartered 
Company’s shareholders, and I find that 
nearly every one who has _ spoken 
in this debate here, in the House 
of Lords, and in the country, has 
his patriotism strengthened and _ his 
speeches lengthened by the amount of 
his holding in the stock of the South 
Africa Company It would be interesting 
if we could have a share list brought 
up-to-date to see who are the shareholders 
—the Duke of Fife, the Marquess of 
Lorne, 350 generals and Army officers, and 
newspaper proprietors by the yard. Then 
we find the shareholders in the books of 
the Chartered Company are also the men 
who figured as the Johannesburg prisoners ; 
four of whom alone owned £12,000,000 
of money, poor oppressed creatures ; 
they were also the Jameson raiders ; and 
ve also find them directors of the Savage 


Mr. John Burns. 
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Why 
acquaint the 


South African Show at Olympia. 
was that started? To 


people on this side with the customs and 


idiosyncrasies of the natives of Africa? 
No, it is part of a scheme to inflame 
the minds of the people with regard to 
the war against their better conscience 
and their better knowledge. Then we 
come to the Rhodesian press, and we find 
all the newspapers were captured by the 
Rhodesian gang, and I am surprised and 
ashamed that a great paper like The Times, 
the greatest newspaper in the world, but 
the smallest organ for oppressed humanity ; 
should have employed the Monypennys 
and such people as _ correspondents, 
Wherever we go in this matter we see 
the same thing. Wherever we examine 
there is the financial Jew operating, 
directing, inspiring the agencies that have 
led to this war. They were supreme at 
the South African Committee in 1897. I 
thought I had landed myself in a syna- 
gogue when I went to hear the Commis- 
sion; when! went to hear the trial of the 
Johannesburg prisoners before the Chief 


Justice I thought I had dropped into some 


place in Aldgate or Houndsditch ; and 
when we see how the delay of the inquiry 
was brought about, and how the prisoners 
were allowed to escape with light punish- 
ment, and how exalted personages 
obtruded themselves into the committee 
and smiled upon the chief culprits, we 
see the force which is moving this 
country on to war. And for all this 
intrigue on the part of smart society for 
money, the nation incurs the debt of war. 
The trail of the financial serpent is 
over this war from beginning to end. 
I consider it my duty to the labour con- 
stituency I represent to say that I have 
a right to protest against this war. The 
Highland Brigade ~ with typical valour 
and character share the brunt of battle 
with Welsh, Irish, and Englishmen, 
of the most serious struggles which have 
ever been compressed into three or four 
months of hard fighting ; those men have 
shown they were heroes, but it is heroism 
wasted for ignoble ends. You should have 
gone to the relief of the Armenians 
against the Turk if you wanted war 
merely for war’s sake. The crime of it 
all is that these brave lads from Inverness 
and Glasgow and the Rifle Brigade are 
fighting for an unrighteous cause, a cause 
which brings no militar y credit, will 
deprive a ‘brave people of their free- 
dom, and ultimately land us in con- 
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scription. The Highland Brigade, for 


example, who had so nobly done their duty | 


by the side of men of other nationalities, 
were too good to waste on Mr. Ruther- 
foord Harris and Mr. Beit. I protest 
against the incompetency displayed in the 
arrangements for the war, the hollowness 
of its object, the immorality of its aim, 
the stupidity with which the negotiations 
were conducted, and above all the want of 
taste, tact and temper too frequently shown 
by the Colonial Secretary, the result being 
that we have been dragged into a war 
that has besmirched the fair name of the 
country. (Cheers.) 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire), speak- 
ing against the Amendment, said no 
Scotch Member had spoken on the Con- 
servative side, with the exception of one 
who had confined himself very much to 
applying to the Opposition to shorten the 
discussion. The real cause of the war 
lay deep down in the moral condition of 
the race which had so wantonly invaded 
our territory, their ignorance and domi- 
neering instincts, which existed, not only 
prior to 1895, but from the beginning 
of the century. The real cause of the 
war was first the oppression of the native 
races, Whom we had done so much to 
relieve, and secondly, of the Uitlanders, 
whom we were going to relieve. It was 
universally admitted that the treatment 
of the native races by the British was 
infinitely better than that of any other 
country. From 1815, the very first year 
after we had acquired Cape Colony, they 
had litterly resented our steady inter- 
ference with what they believed to be 
their right to treat the natives not 
only as slaves, but as worse than beasts 
of burden. The right hon. Member for 
Bodmin had said that we should not 
mention the word magnanimity in con- 
nection with our treatment of the Boers. 
On the contrary, he thought it could not 
but be admitted that we were display- 
ing great magnanimity even at the 
present time. It should be remembered 
that in Basutoland there were 35,000 
of the finest cavalry in Africa, who 
are restrained by British influence from 
launching themselves against the Boers. 
Such magnanimity was not appreciated 
hy the Boers, who were actively engaged 
in trying to induce the Basutos to rise 
against the British. The Uitlanders had 


been treated in the same spirit as the 
natives had been, and if after the petition 
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‘in regard to the Edgar case the Govern- 


ment had refused to listen to their grie- 
vances, we would have lost all influence 
in South Africa, and there would have 
been the beginning of the end to our 
colonies all over the world. The offer of a 
seven years franchise was accompanied 
by such conditions as to render it perfectly 
inoperative. With regard to the lack of 
knowledge and foresight of the Govern- 
ment in the preparations for the war, the 
terms to President Kruger were so mode- 
rate and conciliatory that scarcely anyone 
thought war possible. This Government 
had spent a great deal to make the Army 
efficient, and if they had come to Parlia- 
ment in October last and asked for sufti- 
cient money to transport 200,000 men to 
South Africa, the Opposition would have 
been the first to have scouted the proposal 
as recklessly extravagant. This was not 
the time for mutual recrimination, but 
rather for friendly co-operation. Let hon. 
Gentlemen remember, though we had 
under-estimated the strength and military 
resources of the Boers they had still more 
egregiouslv under-estimated ours, and the 
determination of this country to carry on 
the war to a successful termination. We 
had already secured peace and _ prosperity 
to a vast black population in North Africa 
and we would not slacken our efforts un- 
til we had secured even better results to 
the whites in South Africa. We were fight- 
ing for ovr countrymen in South Africa, 
who had been ground under the iron heel 
of oppression. We werefighting for justice 
for the native as well as the European, and 
under all the circumstances he believed 
that the House would reject by an over- 
whelming majority the Amendment that 
had been put before it, and that all parties 
would unite in carrying the war to a 
successful conclusion. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I do not intend to detain the 
House very long to-night, but, as my 
purpose is to adopt a course which is 
against the party I am __ associated 
with, I think it necessary to explain 
my reasons for doing so. Now, Sir, I 
listened with great attention to the speech 
of my hon. friend the Member for Batter 
sea, and I may say that he did not convince 
me that the Government is in the wrong 
in the course they are pursuing in re- 
pelling the invasion of the Boers into 
British territory. We have been told over 
and over again that the Government have 
declared war in tke interests of the Uit- 
Sieth Day. 
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landers. I do not agree with that state- 
ment, because the fact is that the Govern- 
ment have been compelled to go to war in 
order to repel the invader from our 
colonies. Now, Sir, 1 am not one ani- 
mated by jingo convictions; I do not 
believe in jingoism ; but at the same 
time I do believe in upholding the in- 


tegrity of the British Empire. I am a 
British patriot abovt all things. I have 


travelled a few times around the world, 
and I have found few countries where the 
same freedom and the same privileges are 
known as we enjoy. And where I find 
any encroachment on our territory, any 
iuvasion of our rights and liberties, I 
forget my party and put the support of 
my country, as a patriot, before all things. 
We do not need to go back to 1881 to 
find the cause of the war. I don’t object 
in the slightest degree to Mr. Gladstone’s 
general feelings of humanity and love of 
peace ; but what I did object to at the 
time, and still think of, is the mistake 
made when the Government in 188] 
declared their intention to go to war with 
the Boers in order to assert British 
supremacy in South Africa. Then, after 
suffering defeat, we climbed down, and we 
are made to suffer for that to-night. There 


is no mistake about it that that 
has been the cause of the trouble 
in the Transvaal all through. We are 


told that the Uitlanders have not suffered 
any serious oppression, and that they 
have not been knocked down and ill-used ; 
but I have it from many of my friends 
residing in the Transvaal-—and I believe 
them, despite what my hon. friend the 
Member for Battersea says—that they 
have been subjected to all kinds of petty 
tyranny for years from these Boers. I 


ask, in common fairness, how long can: 


we tolerate that state of things! We 
are told that the Jameson raid is respon- 
sible for a great deal of this war. I don’t 
believe it. I believe the Boers have been 
steadily arming for years-—and for what 
object? They have been looking forward 
eagerly to the time when the South 
African Republic should haul down the 
British flag in Cape Colony and Natal. 
I say I do not believe that the Govern- 
ment have gone to war merely for the pur- 
pose of securing equal rights for the Uit- 
landers in the ‘Transvaal. But, while I am 
not prepared, and refuse, to vote against 
the Government on this Amendment, at 
the same time | cannot approve their 
action in the conduct of the war. On 


Mi T. Hi avelock Th “ilson. 
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that point I believe there never has been 
a Government in power that has so mis- 
managed a war as this one. We have 
only to read the newspapers to learn of 
the complaints made by the troops in 
regard to the arrangements made for 
sending them out to South Africa, 
and the bad food that was  sup- 
plied them. I say it is a scandal 
and a disgrace that the Government 
should lay itself open to the charge of 
under-feeding and ill-feeding with rotten 
provisions and inferior stores the men we 
have sent to uphold the British prestige 
in South Africa. There is no excuse for 
it. The voyage was only of some twenty 
or thirty days, and the authorities should 
have seen that sufficient stores were 
placed on board. I think there has 
been sufficient said on this question, 
so I do not intend to occupy the time of 
the House any longer ; but I must say 
that I am sorry to disagree with my hon. 
friends on this side of the House. I do 
not believe that they are at all pursuing 
an intelligent policy, because on the one 
hand they condemn the Government for 
going to war, and on the other say that 
they have not gone far enough, and 
finally they urge the Government to go 
on vigorously with a war which they call 
unjust. That is an irreconcilable posi- 
tion and one which I must dissent from. 
If I did not believe in the war I would do 
my best to check its progress as far as I 
could, not merely within the walls of this 
House, but upon every platform through- 
out the country. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I rise, 
Sir, practically for the first time to take 
part in an important debate in this House. 
And I rise principally to dissociate myself, 
as representative of a great Midland 
city—for the majority of whose inhabi- 
tants I think I may venture to speak 
quite fearlessly from the attitude and 
the line which has been taken up in re- 
gard to this war by certain sections of 
society and by certain Members of this 
House, as well as by an influential section 
of the London press. I for my part am 
sick and tired of this daily railing and 
Daily Mailing. 1 think that it is little 
less than shocking that papers which have 
heen calling on foreign nations to admire 
the calmness and fortitude which our 
people have exhibited in face of the 
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reverses which the British arms have } 


sustained should themselves be daily 
cavilling at our administration and the 
inefliciency of our military preparations, 
and in the same breath be complaining 
of the Opposition for bringing forward 
this vote of censure. It is a kind of in- 
consistency which does not commend itself 
to the minds of reasonable men, and I am 
certain that in the great provincial centres 
these views are taken at their right value. 
[ am told on good authority that in 
Nottingham nothing would be easier or 
more popular than to arrange for burn- 
ing in the market place copies of the 
Duily Mail, the Morning Post, and The 
Times. Now, Sir, the view expressed in 
different ways by different speakers is 
that this is an inevitable war—-and 
that view I share; but when I say 
it is inevitable, [ say it on rather 
different grounds from those who have 
preceded me. I will explain what I mean. 
When this war was begun, or on the 
eve of the beginning of the war, I noticed 
a very interesting communication from 
the correspondent of the Morning Post, 
who was stationed at that time at New- 
castle. He was evidently a young man 
who had gone out to South Africa for the 
first time, and he said 

“Tf any Englishman is suffering from what 
is called ‘ swelled head,’ let him come out here, 
and he will quickly find that not only is an 
Englishman disliked, but despised.” 


Now, Sir, we are accustomed to being 
disliked, but not despised ; and I say that 
when a feeling of that kind becomes 
prevalent throughout the Boer Republic, 
aid when we have the natural feeling 
of resentment which that attitude 
produces in the mind of an Englishman— 
we are not accustomed to that demeanour 
from those whom we come in contact 
with, as a rule—when we have grievances 
about the Uitlanders, and suspicion is 
aroused on both sides by the raid and the 
consequences of the raid, so that the 
negotiations we were conducting could 
not be carried to a successful issue, it 
was almost inevitable that a conflagration 
would arise. There was too much loose 
gunpowder about in South Africa, 
and whether the explosion occurred 
yesterday or to-morrow does not, it seems 
to me, matter very much. Under all the 
circumstances the collision was inevitable 
and could not be put off. It was what 


Lord Bacon would have called “a birth 
of time,” the result of a long series 
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of events, all working and co-operat- 
ing together to bring about a 
predestined close. I am, therefore, not 
much concerned with the question 
of whether the collision might have 
been put off fora short time ; or whether, 
if President Kruger had shown himself 
rather more reasonable and amenable to 
argument, we might not have been en- 
gaged in the preserit desperate conflict. 
The belief I hold is that, however that 
might have been, this desperate conflict 
could not have been put off long. 
In that strong belief I put aside the 
question whether the negotiations the 
(yovernment indulged in were conducted 
in the most successful or judicious 
manner, or whether we have any reason 
to suppose that if the British case had been 
put differently the immediate results 
would have been different. As far as this 
vote of censure is concerned, all that is of 
comparatively little moment. Then, with 
regard to the preparations which the 
Government ought to have made, if the 
accusations against them mean anything 
they mean that when the war broke out 
we ought to have had more forces in Cape 
Colony and Natal. Now how could we 
have observed the rules of the game and 
followed the ordinary course of conduct 
which one civilised State observes 
towards another, if we had put more 
forces or greater military armaments out 
there before war broke out? The hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Berwick 
Division, in a speech delivered in the early 
part of the debate, said, with his usual 
acumen and usual fairness, that whilst 
negotiations were going on, it would be 
absolutely impossible for us to appreciably 
augment the forces at our disposal in 
South Africa. That, Sir, I take to be 
absolutely true. We could not while con- 
ducting negotiations make an ostentatious 
display of force, nor could we be surrepti- 
tiously drafting forces into South Africa 
sufficient to make the frontier invulner- 
able against attack. Well, if that be 
so, if we were precluded by the posi- 
tion we assumed from bringing into 
Africa forces commensurate with those 
which the Boers could bring against us. 
what charge can you bring against the 
Government at the time hostilities broke 
out ? Who can say with truth that the 
Government fell short of their duty? 
When the war did break out, who will 
say that the Government was taken un- 
prepared? Why, Sir, within as short a 
Sixth Day. 
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time as was humanly possible, the troops 
were on their way to South Africa. At 
the present time we have got an army 
in South Africa which no other European 
Power could place there in such short space 
of time and at such a distance from our 
shores, With regard to the Amendment, we 
on this side of the House feel that it is a 
matter of regret that it has been moved. 
It is not a patriotic Amendment ; it is 
not an Amendment which on further con- 
sideration will recommend itself on the 
ground of party advantage to hon. Mem- 
bers opposite. I hardly know what it is 
they expect to gain from it. I am 
perfectly certain that were it carried—a 
contingency which cannot be contemplated 
—it would have a most serious effect 
upon our own country, and upon foreign 
countries, by evidencing a lamentable 
difference of opinion with regard to the 
policy of this war. Whether it be 
carried or not it can do nothing but harm. 
As far as I can judge, the only reason for 
proposing it is to give, for a few brief 
hours or for a few brief days, a fleeting 
and spurious semblance of unity to the 
disorganised battalions of the Opposition. 
That mancuvre, I feel sure, cannot 
succeed ; it cannot take in the House ; it 
does not take in the country; and I 
venture to say that we shall see those 
who are engineering this device hoist 
with their own petard. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Mr. Speaker, exactly 
a week ago I had the opportunity of ex- 
plaining at considerable length, in the 
debate on the main question of the 
Address, my general views of the position 
of affairs in South Africa and the circum- 
stances which have led to it. I spoke 
then with full knowledge that this 
Amendment was immediately to follow, 
and my observations covered the whole 
ground of the Amendment ; therefore I 
feel myself wholly disinclined, and, in fact, 
should look upon it as too great a trespass 
,on the patience of the House, to attempt 
“to repeat much that I said on so recent 
an occasion. Among other things I 
expressed the view that there was much 
to condemn in the general conduct of 
South African affairs by the Government. 
I claimed for the Opposition the full 
right of criticism, and I said that this, so 
far from being an inconvenient time for 
criticism, was the proper and most 
effective moment at which criticism could 
Mr. Bond. 
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little value if it were put off toa con- 
venient season, which might never arrive. 
I noted that the House received without 
demur the assertion of that claim, and 
indeed the contrary doctrine could not 
be sustained either by precedent or by 
constitutional usage and theory. Sir, 
I say that it was not only our 
right, but our bounden duty to 
make this motion expressive of our judg- 
ment, and to record that judgment by 
our votes. Surely the Government, and 
even the most ardent friends of the 
Government, who are often more san- 
guine than the Government themselves, 
could not imagine that Parliament could 
meet and no motion and debate of this 
kind oceur. After recent events, and 
allowing as we may for every excuse and 
explanation which may be offered, the 
members of the Ministry can hardly pose 
as conquerors upon whose brows wreaths 
of laurel should be placed. Their dip- 
lomacy has failed. The end and object 
of diplomacy is to gain your purpose with- 
out war. Diplomacy has not gained their 
purpose, and we are at war. And their 
military operations can hardly be said to 
have been successful, because very little 
head—if, indeed, any head—has_ been 
made against the enemy, and_ these 
facts themselves invite criticism. But 
here arises one of the strangest phases 
of the present situation. For venturing 
to impugn the conduct of the Govern- 
ment we have been railed at day after 
day by a portion of the press on the 
ground of our want of patriotism, while 
the very newspapers that bring the accu- 
sation against us are themselves day by 
day denouncing the Government, calling 
for its reconstruction, searching about 
for a scapegoat, and clamouring for a 
change— Ministerial cries of “ ‘No, no!”] 
—a change within itself if you like, buta 
change of some sort. They found their 
charge of want of patriotism upon what 
they represent to be the perilous position 
of the country. I protest against the ex- 
aggerated view of the position of the 
country which they take up, and 
which has been reflected in some 
of the speeches in this debate. “ Humilia- 
tion” is, I believe, the word that the 
Prime Minister of Great Britain has used 
of the position of the country at this 
moment. Sir, disappointed we may be 
with the course of the war, humbled in 
their pride and arrogance those among us 
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may be who went into the war with a 
light heart, confidently hoping for an easy 


triumph. But as to national humiliation | 


and national discomfiture, it does not 
exist. Our difficulties may indeed be 
great, and a heavy call may be made on 
the patience and courage of our troops 
and our people ; but the hysterical writers 


who have of recent years taken possession , 


of a large portion of the press of this 
country have worked themselves up into 
a state of panic for which there exists no 
reason at all. I was glad to hear the 
composed and sensible tone in which the 
Colonial Secretary spoke of this matter 
the other night. Our country is not— 
although some things have been done and 
a good many things have been said that 
might lead to such a conclusion—our 
country is not at its last gasp. On 
the contrary, what has been done 
by this country, what even the much- 
maligned War Ottice has done, shows the 
stuff of which our Army is made, and 
the spirit which has been exhibited by 
the British people both at home and in 
the colonies has at once astonished and 
provoked the admiration of the world. 
When we are told, therefore, that we 
must be silent in our nation’s agony 
hecause the Gauls are at the gates of 
Rome, I answer that the Gauls are not at 
the gates of Rome. We have 180,000 
soldiers in South Africa, courageous, well- 
equipped men, and there is no reason for 
either despondency or panic. But on this 
very account we in the House of Com- 
mons are free, as we should not otherwise 
have been, to state our view of the ad- 
ministration of affairs by the Govern- 
ment, and to express our estimate of the 
spirit and the lines of policy which we 
think necessary for the peace and pros- 
perity of our South African dominions—a 
policy by departing from which we have 
incurred our present misfortunes and 
troubles. I should like to pass by in 
silence, and to treat in the way it de- 
serves, another kind of imputation put 
upon us because of this motion and the 
speeches with which we support it 
-namely, that we are actuated 
by merely party motives and by 
a desire to clamber into power. 
[An Hon. Member: Hear, hear!| My 
experience, which is longer, I am afraid, 
than that of the hon. Member who inter- 
rupts, leads me to believe that such taunts 
usually come from those who are them- 
selves the bitterest party men ; but I was 
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amazed to hear this taunt and sneer 
coming from the right hon. Gentlemen 
on the Treasury bench. Did it not occur 
to some of them that they were using a 
weapon which has two edges; that, if 
there may be sometimes on the one side 
a selfish desire to obtain office, there may 
be also on the other side an equally un- 
worthy desire to retain office, which may 
vitiate the judgment and stifle the con- 
science of a Minister? I can only say I 
think little of the cause which needs the 
support of any such weapon, and still less 
of the man who stoops to use it. As for 
us who are supporting this Amendment by 
our voice and by our votes, I can honestly 
say that we have no desire or expec- 
tation of personal or party advantage 
from it whatever. There is something that 
we believe ought to be said in the interest 
of the Empire, and we desire to say it. 
We are deeply grieved by the sufferings 
of our brave countrymen in the field and 
of those who wait and weep for them at 
home, and we are moved thereby to the 
expression of two desires. The first is 
that every facility should be given to the 
Government of the Queen for the prose- 
cution of this war. [At this point the 
right hon. Gentleman was interrupted by 
loud cheers at the result of the York 
election from the Ministerial benches.| I 
was saying, when temporarily interrupted 
by a cause which I fully appreciate, that 
the first thing we are led to by the con- 
sideration of the sufferings of our brave 
fellow countrymen is that every facility 
should be given for the prosecution of the 
war, in order that it may be terminated 
as speedily as possible, and that the 
suffering and hardship may not be pro- 
longed unnecessarily ; and the second 
thing which we are led to by that con- 
sideration is that such a policy should be 
pursued in South Africa as would give 
the best hope that those sufferings will 
not have been in vain, and that harmony 
and peace in South Africa may issue from 
the struggle. There is only one other 
observation I would make on the general 
question of this Amendment. We have 
heard several speeches, and one of them I 
listened to with great pleasure from the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the College 
Division of Glasgow, that speech being 
solely devoted to this subject of the use- 
lessness and the unnecessary character of 
this Amendment and debate. There is 
one thing which would have entirely 
stood in the way of a debate such as this, 
Siath Day. 
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If we had been imposing the slightest ' 
<lelay in the way of the schemes or pre- 
parations which the Government had in 
hand for the purposes of the war, then I 
can tell the hon. Baronet and the House 
that so soon as we were informed of that 
I should have used all my influence to 
urge a cessation of the debate. But we 
have been assured by the Under Secretary 
for War, and the assurance was. repeated 
by the Secretary of State himself in 
another place, that this was not the case, 
that they were in no way hindered or 
embarrassed. It was our expectation that 
by this debate we should not only have an 
opportunity of expressing views on the 
subject which are largely held in the 
country, but that we should be able to 
elicit by means of it from the Government 
some much-required information on im- 
portant points. I cannot say that this 
last purpose of the debate has been very 
successful. This Amendment alleges 
against the Government a want of know- 
ledge, of foresight, and of judgment. Let 
me test this allegation with reference to 
one particular point, and it is a crucial 
point. I asked the question in the speech 
| delivered last week, and I repeat it now 

Did the Government, or did they not, 
know of the disparity between the defen- 
sive strength of the colonies and the 
military resources and power of the Boers 
when they entered into the negotiations 
which ove conducted so vigorously last 
summer? If they knew of that disparity 
and realised it, then no words in condem- 
nation of their course of conduct could 
he too strong. Let the House think fora 
moment of what have been the results— 
apart from the want of prudence which 
such a course would indicate. We see 
the results in the calamities which have 
befallen us in Natal, in the beleaguerment 
of Ladysmith ; we see them in the altera- 
tion of the plan of campaign and in the 
deadlock which has occurred in the mili- 
tary operations in other parts of South 
Africa. But if the Government were 
informed, and formed a right judgment on 
the information they received, there were 
three things which they might have done. 
They might have held back from their 
negotiations until they had first taken 
steps to increase the defensive strength of 
the Colonies. [Ministerial cries of “Oh !"} 
There would have been some delay, and 
the thought of it appears to sheck one 
or two hon. Members on the other side. 
But can you say that a delay of a few 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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months, or perhaps of a year, in gaining 
the object to which the negotiations were 
directed would have had consequences, 
material, social, or political, to be com- 
pared for one moment with the state of 
things which has arisen in the last few 
months? I repeat what I have said 
before, and I repeat it in the face 
of the statement of the right hon. 
gentleman, if the Government had come 
to Parliament asking for assistance for 
the purpose of fortifying the position of 
the colonies, Parliament. would certainly 


willingly have provided all that was 
required. But there was an alternative 
course. The Government might at an 


earlier period have protested against the 
armaments of the Boers. They might 
have cleared themselves of all participa. 
tion in, or connexion with, the raid and 
its authors. They might have given the 
most ample pledges and guarantees that 
no such enterprise would again be under- 
taken; and then, with their hands free, they 
could have gone to the Transvaal Govern- 
ment and insisted upon the cessation of 


the passage of arms. Either of these 
courses would have shown knowledge, 


judgment, and foresight. But take the 
third course, which the Government 
adopted. They instituted and prosecuted 
their negotiations with those whom they 
knew to be a touchy, jealous, susceptible, 
even, if you like, a quarrelsome people, 
because they had formed the mad expec- 
tation—I cannot call it other than mad, 
and we have never yet ascertained on 
what authority they formed it—that the 
Boers would not fight. The House will 
see that here surely was a question to 
which a plain answer can be given. 
Did the Government know, or did they 
not know, of the disproportion between 
these two strengths? How do we stand 
with regard to that question at the end of 
the debate ? The leader in one House 
tells us that the Government knew every- 
thing. The leader in the other House 
asks querulously, “How on earth could 
we know?” In order to explain his lack 
of information, he makes an extraordinary 
statement—that it is due to the action 
either of Parliament or of the Treasury in 
cutting down the Secret Service Vote. 

ack of secret service money is alleged 
by the Prime Minister to be the cause of 
want of information as to the armaments 
of the Boers. The House will be 
interested to know what the amount of 
the Secret Service Vote is. The amount 
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voted by Parliament for the years 1896, 
1897, and 1898 was £90,000. What was 
the amount expended during that period 
by the Government at the head of which 
is this Premier who complains of the 
deficiency of the vote? It was only 
£77,948, leaving an actual surplus un- 
expended of £12,000. We have evidently 
not got much further in our explanation of 
this matter. But the one bit of terra 
firma, the one little bit of solid ground 
for the sole of our foot which we have 
obtained, was furnished to us by the Under 
Secretary of State for War, who in the 
frankest manner told us what I had all 
along expected would be the case, that 
the Intelligence Department was fully 
acquainted with all the armaments and 
preparations of the Boers; and he gave 
us an interesting summary of the items of 
information possessed by the Department. 
But the hon. Gentleman failed, as he 
necessarily must fail because he could 
have no knowledge of the matter, to carry 
that information higher, and to tell us 
whether it had heen communicated to and 
considered by the Cabinet, whose policy 


it was calculated to influence. Unless, 
therefore, the right hon. Gentleman 
gives us further and more definite 


information, we are not now in a position 
to say that the Cabinet knew the real 
strength they were provoking; and we 
cannot, on the other hand, say that they 
did not know. But this, at all events, is 
clear -that if they were ignorant it was 


because they did not care, or did 
not take the trouble to know, and 
plunged with wanton blindness into 


the formidable conflict in which the 
country is engaged. On one other point 
we remain without information. Nothing 
has been a more cogent fact in influencing 
the opinions of men in favour of the 
policy of the Government than the 
assertion of the existence of a great con- 
spiracy against our power, spreading over 
the whole of South Africa. We have 
waited, and we wait still, to hear, I will 
not say sufficient evidence, but any atom 
of evidence of the truth of this assertion. 
I must express my own belief that it is 
an absolute invention from beginning to 
end. It is quite intelligible that when 
the Boers began to accumulate muni- 
tions of war, and saw warlike material 
increasing in their hands, the wilder 
spirits among them might very well 
hegin to entertain larger ambitions, and 
dream of finding some suitable oppor- 
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tunity when they could overthrow the 
British power over them, and_ relieve 
themselves of their dependence, however 
nominal it may have been, on the British 
Crown. We must hope that wiser 
heads would have intervened to pre- 
vent this becoming an actual outbreak. 
It is a formidable fact enough in itself, 
and well caleulated, as we may quite be- 
lieve, to cause considerable alarm and 
anxiety. But let me point out this—that 
it falls far short of what is alleged. The 
desire, even if it took a warlike form—a 
desire to secure complete independence 
in matters of that sort—is widely different 
from the general conspiracy of which we 
have heard—a conspiracy which, as 
alleged, was nothing short of—-nothing 
less than-—a combination, not only of the 
Dutch in the Republics, but of the Dutch 
people in our own colonies, to overthrow 
the British power in South Africa and 
sweep the British into the sea. Why, 
Sir, it would be difficult to imagine a 
more appalling proceeding than that if 
there were any solid foundation for it. | 
say it would be difficult to imagine a 
greater insult to our loyal fellow subjects 
among the Dutch. Then why have we 
not had a word of explanation? I trust 
some explanation will be forthcoming, 
because this may have a serious effect. 
We do not know from what source the 
information comes outside official sources. 
It does not come, we are told, from any 
one in Park Lane, and it does not come 
from Mr. Rhodes ; but wherever it comes 
from we should like to know who told 
of this Pan-Hollandie conspiracy. The 
idea of its existence is contradicted by the 
highest authorities to whom we are 
accustomed to look. Sir Alfred Milner 
in a despatch of June, 1897—what we 
may call his Jubilee despatch of two years 
ago—declared that, as far as he was 
able to judge, these racial differences 
did not affect any portion of the 
subjects of Her Majesty; and in a long 
article in Ze Times, which came from 7'he 
Times special correspondent at Cape Town, 
whom I believe to be Mr. Garrett 
[‘“* No” }|—well, I cannot enter into that, I 
may be wrong—but the special corre- 
spondent of The Times at Cape Town, 
under the date of December 27th—long 
after we were told of this gigantic con- 
spiracy, long after the world heard of it 

said that from some articles which ap- 
peared in the English papers one might 
think that the whole Dutch population 
Stirth Duy. 
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had been elaborately organised for re- 
bellion and a great conspiracy. For this 
view the correspondent said there was no 
evidence whatever. There was nothing 
to implicate the party as a whole or any 
of its leading members in an organised 
conspiracy against the Imperial Govern- 
ment. That was the statement of The 
Times correspondent at Cape Town. 
Well, Sir, I want to know where this in- 
formation came from and what is the 
evidence which has convinced the Govern- 
ment of this conspiracy. I hail with 
satisfaction some words used by the 
Colonial Secretary last night with refer- 
ence to the loyal Dutch. I was not 
astonished to hear those words as to the 
loyal Dutch from the Colonial Secretary. 
On the contrary, I think they were well 
deserved and well applied; but I am 
bound to observe that this is the 
first recognition which these much tested 
and faithful subjects of the Queen have 
obtained. It is, so to speak, the first 
counterpoise to that unfortunate despatch 
of the High Commissioner which ought 
never to have been sent. The hon. 
Gentleman has rebuked me for having 
spoken of the claims which the loyal 
Dutch in the colonies have upon our 
sympathy and consideration, and making 
no mention of the British who were 
suffering by their side. I have equal 
sympathy with our Dutch and British 
fellow-subjects. [“ Oh!” and cheers.] If 
I have not dwelt, except in a lesser 
degree, on what our British fellow-subjects 
are enduring it is for two reasons—tirst, 
because they, being looked after by 
the Government and their officers, 
do not require the adventitious advocacy 
of anyone like myself ; and, in the second 
place, because, after all, however much 
they may have suffered, they have not 
been subjected to the strain of having 
their own near relatives amongst those 
who were fighting against their country, 
and therefore harassed and torn by con- 
flicting sympathies between relatives on 
one side and their duty on the other. I 
cannot but think that these words of the 
Colonial Secretary may indicate a small 
ray of light—that they may prove to be 
the introduction of a wiser spirit into our 
future dealings with the mixed races in 
South Africa. I wonder if it has occurred 
to any hon. Member, as it has to me, that 
a striking illustration of the close inter- 
mixture of the two races is afforded to us 
by the very names with which within the 
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{COMMONS} 


| last few weeks we have become conver- 





the Queen’s Speech. 812 


sant. We read of Glencoe and Dewdrop 
side by side with Spion Kop and Elands- 
laagte. Why, the very collocation of the 
names shows the equal interests and the 
close connection of the two races. Let 
me repeat once more the memorable 
words, which ought to be again and again 
repeated, and which ought to be written 
up in front of the table at which the 
Colonial Secretary—not this Colonial 
Secretary only, but every Colonial Secre- 
tary—sits and discharges his ordinary 
daily work, the words, “ English and 
Dutch have got to live together at the 
Cape.” That is the key of the whole 
position. This war must be prosecuted 
with vigour, and the vigour must not be 
of the kind which is actuated by despon- 
dency, but of the kind which is actuated 
by confidence and hope. The First Lord 
of the Treasury made an attempt—not a 
successful attempt, and I think not alto- 
gether a very worthy attempt—to beguile 
me the other night to say more than | 
wished to say, and to give my conception 
of what the military end ought to be. 
He himself knows of ne bounds to his 
military ardour. He gives us to under- 
stand that he will hear of no peace and 
no settlement until he has had a full glut 
of conquest. Well, Sir, I agree with my 
noble friend who moved the Amendment, 
that such a declaration by the right hon. 
Gentleman was an unusual declaration, 
and not avery wise declaration. Pro- 
vided that our territories are free and 
our military superiority asserted, what 
matters it at what time or at what place 
a settlement is arrived at? What does 
matter is the nature of the settlement ; 
and, as regards the objects to be kept in 
view in that settlement they could not be 
better laid down than they were by my 
right hon. friend the Member for East 
Fife to-day, who classed them under four 
heads. He said that the settlement must 
be a permanent and not a patched-up 
settlement. He said, and I agree, that it 
must effectually guard against any armed 
invasion or quarrel of this kind. He 
said it must provide for political equality, 
and he said, lastly, that it must guard 
against racial ascendency. I do_ not 
know four heads that could better express 
a wise policy in this matter. But, after 
all, what can sound diplomacy, what can 
generous and equitable considerations do, 
in face of the bitter feelings and memories 
which will be left behind after this war 
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is over?) The Colonial Seeretary the 
other day said he thought that, after this 
particular war, there would be no bitter 
memories and no hitter feelings. 
few years ago he spoke of the enmities 
which a war would excite, and which it 
would take generations to extinguish. I 
fear that his earlier forecast was more 
trustworthy than his later one. The 
large-hearted British people willte ready 
to do all that forms, arrangements, and 
settlements and constitutions can do to 
bring the mixed races together, but the 
etlicacy of all these must depend upon the 


spirit in which they are framed and ad-) 


ministered, I vote for this Amendment 
to-night because it condemns the errors 
and failures in the past which, if renewed 
after war is over, must inevitably again 
he fatal to the harmony and good govern- 
ment of South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is the duty 
that falls to the Leader of the House on 
these occasions to go through the process 
of what is called winding up the debate, 
and winding up the debate is usually sup- 
posed to signify a survey of all the argu- 
ments, or of the main general line of 
arguments, Which have been adopted by 
the various Opposition speakers during 
the course of the debate, and an attempt 
to concentrate against those arguments 
the reply of the Government for whom the 
Minister speaks. If that he the duty of the 
Minister who has to sum up the debate, I 
ought frankly to preface the ont very long 
observations which | intend te address 
to the House by informing them that 
it is a duty which [ do not mean on 
this occasion to perform. I do not  be- 
lieve it would be possible within the com- 
pass of a reasonable speech to traverse the 
vast field of discussion deliberately opened 
to the House by this Amendment ; and, if 
it were possible, I would say that it 
would be inexpecdient. There is nothing 
connected with South Africa between 
1895 and the present time—-nay, there 
is nothing between 1895 and the future 
settlement of the South African problem 
just raised by the right hon. Gentleman 

Which has not heen touched on, indeed 
elaborated, by one speaker or another in 
the course of the five nights debate ir 
which we have been engaged. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire found even this extended 
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Commons, called together in the face of an 
important crisis, and at the time of a great 
war, to consider the internal politics of 
the Cabinet of which he was a member in 
those years. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I was 
challenged to that course by the speech 
of the Prime Minister. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOULR: Yes. It isa 
peculiarity of the right hon, Gentleman 
that he always insists upon answering 
speeches made in the House to which he 
does not belong, rather than dealing with 
speeches made in the House of which he 
isa most distinguished ornament. But 
even the right hon. Gentleman will admit 
that for me to attempt, in the first place, 
to reconcile his version of what happened 
in 1881 with the versions given by 
other members of the same Cabinet, and 
then to travel slowly down the stream of 
time until I get to 1895, work through 
all the Blue-books down to the beginning 
of the war, then deal with the war and 
all questions raised by the war, and then 
plunge into the realms of prophecy, like 
the right hon. Gentleman, would be a 
task beyond my _ intellectual powers 
and the powers of endurance of the 


House whom I am addressing. But, 
if [ do not propose to touch on 


these questions even in the most. dis- 
tant way, | may, « fortiori, he forgiven for 
dealing with «a very small personal matter, 
which | should scorn to allude to if it had 
not been brought up in every single 
speech of every single right hon. Gentle- 
man who has spoken from the Front 
Opposition bench, and also referred to in 
the debates in another place by these 
right hon. Gentlemen’s colleagues in that 
House. That is that small, and I think 
quite unimportant, controversy raised by 
the speech which I made not very long 
ago in Manchester. I do not mean to 
occupy the House with a defence of that 
speech. Judging from the debate, there 
are a great many gentlemen opposite 
who would still learn a great deal as to 
the war and the circumstances which led 
up to it if they would peruse what I have 
said in that speech in an impartial spirit. 
[A LiperaAL Member: Have you read it 
yet 2] Yes, I have refreshed my memory 
in regard toit. But in any case, holding 
these views, the House, I am sure, would 
feel that it is due to them that I should 
not spend their time in explanations, and, 
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apologies. I leave these relatively unim- 
portant matters to ask the House, now 
about to proceed to a division—what is 


the object of the Amendment, what is the | 
object with which it was moved, what is | 
the object ‘which it is likely to attain?) 


We might have supposed, from the course 
of the public controversy, which took 
place before the House met, that there 
would be an attack, or a very serious 
criticism, upon one department of the 
Government at all events--l mean the 
War Office. There has heen no such 
attack, no such criticism. ‘The noble 
Lord who moved the Amendment occupied 
a great deal of his speech in defending 
the War Office. The right hon. Gentle- 


man who has just sat down in a few. 


words took the same line ; and had there 
been anybody disposed to make a harsh 
or unjust criticism of that Department in 
the early stages of the debate, I am sure 
that desire would be removed by the 
most brilliant defence that I have heard 
in my time of that Department, made by 
the Under Secretary for War on Thursday 
last. But, in trath, I think the House 
and country are beginning to realise that 
whatever may be said about the conduct 
of the war—and a great deal may be 
properly said about. it—the fact remains 
that the War Office is not open to the 
charge which there is always the 
danger that the War Oftice would be open 
to after a long period of peace. ‘The danger 
which our military machinery runs, after 
long periods of peace, is that the War 
Minister who is responsible for the con 
duct of the department may come down 
year after year and tell the House of 
Commons, and tell the country, that the 
War Office can do this and ean do that, 
can put so many men and so many guns 
in the field, and then, when the day of 
trial comes, when the country is placed 
in the position which France was placed 
in just before the Franco-German war, or 
which this country was placed in just 
hefore the Crimean war, it may be found 
that this military machine, so successfully 
defended session after session in Com- 
mittee of Supply, and in general debate, 
may, after all, be found utterly ineap- 
able of carrying out the functions which 
it professed to be able to carry out. 
Whatever charges may be made against 
the conduct of this war, that question 
will have to be thoroughly examined. It 
cannot be said that professions have been 
made by the War Office during the last 
five years which the War Office, when the 
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| time of trial came, were found incapable 
of fulfilling. That, in my judgment, is 
great praise. Iadmit it is asking no more 
of the War Office than the War Office 
was bound to do. But it did it; it did 
it in overwhelming measure ; it did it, 
and it did much more than it ever pro- 
mised to do—it is now doing much more 
than it ever promised to do, and it is 
doing it, broadly speaking, Without a 
hitch, without difliculty, and without frie 


tien. Let us give praise where praise is 
due. The doctrine of responsibility was 


insisted upon by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I admit that we who sit on this 
bench, who had nothing to do directly 
with the administration of the War Office, 
are yet responsible for its failure and 
responsible for its success. But, after all, 
I think the House will admit that, speak- 
ing at this moment, I stand sufficiently 
outside the details of that administration 
to be able, without egotism, to praise it; 
and, when I say it has carried out those 
duties, it is not with any intention of 
asking praise for the Government as a 
whole, but it is for the purpose of giving 
praise where praise really is due—-namely, 
to those responsible for War Office 
organisation. Well, Sir, [ leave that ; no 
serious criticism has yet been made, 
though I daresay it will be made, of the 
War Office, and it would be unpardonable 
of me to spend more time on a subject 
which has apparently fallen outside the 
seope of this Amendment. Then, Sir, if 
this Amendment was not an attack tpon 
the War Office, on whom was it an attack | 
[An Hon. Member: The Government. | 
It was an attack on the Government ! 
That I am coming to directly. I have 
listened to the speeches night after night, 
and gradually the conclusion has been 
impressed on my mind that this was not 
an attack upon the Government, except 
in form, but that in substance, in truth, 
and in reality, it was an attack on my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies. It was not the conduet 
of the war, it was not the foresight or 
prevision of the Government that really 
interested hon. Gentlemen opposite. No; 
whenever a speech flagged or an orator 
felt he was not holding the attention of 
his friends, he had only to make an attack 
on my right hon. friend and immediately 
from a small but vocal part of the House 
a hearty response was obtained. I think 
my right hon. friend may well ignore 
these persistent and reiterated attacks. 
He may remember, and we may remem- 
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her, that it is during his term of office as _ 
Colonial Secretary that the British 
Empire as a whole has first shown its full 
and corporate consciousness of what it is 
and what its destinies are. I admit that 
he alone is not responsible for that being 
done. Others have worked in that fertile 
vineyard, other architects have contri- 
buted to build that stately edifice ; but 
my right hon. friend may surely justl 
hoast—[AN Hon. Member: He will 
boast.|--that it was during his term 
of office, and in no small degree through 
his great administrative abilities, that 
that dramatic moment occurred for the 
first time im our history—-[An Hon. 
Mewber: Magersfontein, |-—when every 
British colony joined with the mother 
country to carry ont a great Imperial 
campaign. When all these petty and 
contemptible charges against the Govern 
ment are buried in the oblivion they so 
well deserve, his name will be for ever 
associated with that great moment in our 
history. {Mr. W. RepmMonp: “Great 
slaughter.’| I fully recognise that some 
more worthy purpose was intended by 
the Amendment than any mere attack on 
an individual or set of individuals. What 
was that purpose? [listened with 
astonishment to the version given of the 
Amendment by its authors. They have 
told us, over and over again, that an 
Amendment is an oecasion for criticism. 
Right hon. Gentlemen opposite know 
that our proceedings offer ample oppor- 
tunity for criticism at this stage, at all 
events, of the session, without moving 
any Amendment of this kind. We could 
have heard the eloquent speeches of the 
right hon. Members for East Fife and West 
Monmouthshire, or that of the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, without 
any Amendment at all on the Queen’s 
Speech, which affords oceasion for criticism 
not intended to be followed by a vote of 
censure. That was the natural and obvious 
course. It has not been adopted ; butinstead 
of that there has been adopted a course 
which makes this motion not only an 
ordinary vote of censure, which an ordinary 
Amendment to the Address in reply to 
the (Queen’s Speech is, but a motion 
brought forward with all the pomp and 
trappings and importance which can be’ 
given to it by the fact that it is moved 
on the Queen’s: Speech by a member of 
the Front Opposition bench: Why was 


that done? And are we responsible for. 
the importation of party politics into the 
The right hon. Member for 


debate 2. 


{6 Fesruary 1900} 






818 
the Forest of Dean reproached me the 
other night because some remarks of mine 
had been in a party and controversial 
spirit. 

*Sin CHARLES DILKE: On the ques- 
tion of artillery. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
aware that it was as limited as that. But 
I grant that [ did make remarks compar- 
ing the late Government with the present 
in their capacity for dealing with military 
organisation and administration. How 
could I help it? This motion is to sub- 
stitute gentlemen opposite for us. — If 
this motion means anything it means that 
A is to be put out of office and B put in, 
and in order to know whether the motion 
is to be carried you ought to know 
whether A or Bis the more qualitied to 
earry on the work of the country. But 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite wert 
further. He started the doctrine of 
Ministerial responsibility —to which none 
of us object. We do not repudiate any 
responsibility that can be thrown upon 
us, Weare responsible for all that has 
oceurred at home and abroad. But, after 
all, is not this a rather barren doctrine, 
when the problem before us is who is to 
carry on the government of the country ? 
If vour object is to judge the Government, 
not according to any abstract doctrine of 
responsibility, but according to the 
doctrines which ought to regulate the 
conduct of each of us in our private 
life, you will consider what the Govern- 
ment knew and what they ought to have 
known at each successive stage of these 
negotiations or military transactions ; 
you will put yourselves, by an effort of 
historical imagination, into the place of 
the Government you condemn. — If you 
come to the conclusion that the Govern- 
ment, knowing what they did, took the 
wrong course, or that they ought to have 
known, and had the means of knowing, 
what they did not know, you will 
justly condemn them. But to judge 
by what happened in the field in Novem- 
ber, December, or January is to apply 
principles to the selection of a Govern- 
ment which you would not apply to 
the selection of an errand boy. But 
Sir, I do not wish to defend the Govern- 
ment.....[ do not think the time has come 
to. do it.’ I wish really to ask what is 
the. course which each member of the 
House oughtin conscience to adopt-with _ 
regard to the division in which he ‘is to, 
take part. The Opposition, as far aA 'T 
“Sixth=p 
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can make out, are divided in this matter 
of the war into three quite . separate 
camps. There are those who think the 
iar is unjust and inexpedient, and there- 
fore ought no longer to be prosecuted, 
and that peace should be as hastily as 
possible patched up. That is one section 
bf opinion, and I know what gentlemen 
mean who say that; I think I can gauge 
their motives ; at all events, I think I 
understand their policy. A — second 
division into which I will venture to 
divide the Opposition is, those who 
regard the war as unjust and the 
diplomacy that led to it as extremely 
Wlundering, and who, nevertheless, think 
that the war should be prosecuted. 
I have great difficulty in understanding 
that point of view, and I fear those who 
take it are so little clear in their own 
minds on this topie that no argument I 
can use is likely to have much effect upon 
them. But there is a third class among 
the ranks of the Opposition who think, 
as we think, that the war is just, who 
think, as we think, that it should be 
prosecuted, but who, nevertheless, intend 
to vote for this Amendment. Now, I con- 
fess Tam utterly unable to understand 
how hon, and right hon, Gentlemen can 
by any conceivable process of logic make 
their opinion harmonise with the course 
they are going to pursue. Let me assure 
them I do not attack their motives. The 
right hon, Gentleman who has just sat 
down, the right hon. Member for East Fife, 
and the hon. Member for Leith Burghs, 
who spoke earlier in the evening, seem to 
think that we accuse them of some sinister 
transaction, some curious design by which 
they may obtain a party advantage which 
it is difficult to understand. I honestly 
avow I do not believe they are animated | 
by any motive other than the public good. 
We profess no monopoly of patriotism 
and public spirit, and, as we ask the 
House to believe that we are not moved 
by party motives ; so I am ready to give 
these gentlemen the greatest credit for 
being animated by principles of action 
not less elevated than those which we | 
claim for ourselves. But is it a wise and, 
in result, a patriotic course they mean to 
pursue? What is it at this moment that | 
the country has to fear? What is it at 
this moment that the House of Commons 
can do for ‘the country? What the 
country. has to fear is that foreign | 
nations ‘and Transvaal. politicians may | 
think that in our division is to be found 
their opportunity, aud that that which they | 
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cannot expect from the fortune of war 
they may expect from party divisions and 
the party system of this country. I do 
not imagine for a moment that there is 
any Boer leader of importance who 
supposes that if the duel between the two 
nations is indefinitely prolonged success 
in the long run can rest with them. 
What is it that they look forward to? 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): God. 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR : They have their 
hopes in the first place in the possibility 
of some foreign complication embarrassing 
to this country, and, in the second place, 
that this country, distracted by internal 
dissension and wearied by the cost and 
sacrifices of a long war, may agree to a 
dishonourable and insecure peace. Now, 
it seems to me, that is an answer to my 
first question. My second question was, 
what can the House of Commons do to 
help our arms under these circumstances ? 
The House of Commons cannot do mueh, 
but this it can do. It can show that 
behind our soldiers in the field there is a 
united and undivided country. There 
have been many speeches from that side 
of the House with almost every word of 
which I am in complete agreement—I am 
in complete agreement, for instance, with 
the speech of great ability of the hon. and 
learned Member for South Shields, the 
speech of the hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Berwick Division—though a good 
deal of that speech was occupied 
in abuse of myself—and, in the main 
outline, with the speeches from the 
two Members for Fife, and — other 
speeches which will be in the recollection 
of the House. Those speeches were so 
good that on an ordinary occasion I would 
gladly say, “Give me your speech and 
vote as you like ” ; but I cannot say soon 
an occasion like this, because, after all, 
these speeches will not penetrate beyond 
that comparatively narrow cirele who 
take interest in the details of our Parlia- 
mentary life, but the record of votes will 
go forth far and wide, and these votes 
will be held as indicating the poliey of 
those who give them towards the war. 
Be it as you like, no subtlety of argument 
can get over the fact that a Parliamentary 
victory which would destroy this Govern- 
ment would destroy the policy of which 
those right hon. Gentlemen and hon. 
Gentlemen have made themselves such 
brilliant and courageous advocates in this 
House. _ If they say, as I daresay they do 
say, “ We are ready to vote because we 
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know that our votes will not turn out the 
(iovernment,” that is something very like 

as I think my hon. and gallant friend 
said earlier in the evening—a Parlia- 
mentary fraud, if [ may use that word 
with no unkind significance towards any 
individual. Every man in this House 
when he gives a vote ought to wish that 
that vote should lead to the conclusion to 
which it points; and I cannot believe 
that those who have spoken in the sense 
which I have indicated would regard 
otherwise than with absolute horror a 
victory for themselves in the lobby into 
which | understand they are about to go. 
Well, I do not think that is sound Parlia- 
mentary morality or sound Parliamentary 
tactics, but [ dare say many of us have in 
our time given votes which we should be 
very sorry to see called into action, and 
Ido not wish to play the moralist on this 
occasion or to preach any impossible 
standard of Parliamentary action. I would 
appeal more directly to the patriotism of 
these gentlemen; T would venture to 
point out to them that even if they do 
not defeat the Government—and I do not 
affect to suppose that they will-—every 
abstraction from the Government lobby 
of the votes of men who agree with the 
Government in the main policy is really a 
weakening of the forces of their country 
in the field. Every such vote tends, and 
must tend, to prolong this contest. Can 
they contemplate with equanimity that 
their very first action in the session of 
Parliament meeting in the circumstances 
inwhich we meet should be to weaken a 
Government whose hands they profess to 


desire to strengthen, whose hands I be-— 


lieve they genuinely desire to strengthen, 
iInevery succeeding operation connected 
with this war? Can they contemplate 
with equanimity the reflection that 
possibly their vote may lengthen the war, 
and, by lengthening the war, may in- 
crease that tragic list of losses by the war 


Which we already have to contemplate ? | 
If, in giving their vote, they add one frac- | 


tion to the chances of a European com- 
plication, one fraction to the chances 
that an unneeessary life may be lost or a 
family thrown into mourning who in 
liferent circumstances might haye looked 
back without regret on this war, can they 
easily reconcile that with their duty to 
their own principles and to that country 


of which they are, I believe, as devoted | 
servants as we are upon this side of the , 
House? Well, I think not. I think itis , 
aviolation of every Parliamentary tradi- ; 
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tion that men who desire to keep a 
Government in office should vote for an 
Amendment which, if carried, would turn 
out that Government, and that it is con- 
trary to every patriotic instinct to vote 
even in a minority against the Govern- 
ment when the size of that minority 
may affect the whole course of European 
policy, the whole course of the South 
African war. I have stated the problem 
as it presents itself to my mind ; [ know 
them to be men of conscience and men 
of honour, and I must leave it to them to 
decide the problem, each man as_ his 
own conscience and honour dictate. But 
to the House at large I can only make 
one appeal in conclusion ; it is that we 
who are the representatives of the coun- 
try may rise to the height reached by 
those whom we represent. I ask no more, 
and I can ask no more of this Honse 
than that they should imitate —- for 
they cannot exceed—the courage, the 
steadfastness, the resolution, the firm- 
ness under adversity, the calmness of 
temper with which our countrymen all 
overthe world have dealt with the difficult 
situation in which we find ourselves. If the 
Hfouse of Commons, as I doubt not they 
will, imitate the conduct of those who 
have sent them here, then, Sir, who can 
doubt that the clouds by which we 
are at present surrounded will in a short 
time be dissipated, and that the Empire 
will issue from the struggle in which it is 
now engaged stronger not only in its 


‘own consciousness of strength but in the 


eyes of the civilised world ? 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): L rise to 
make an appeal to the noble Lord who 
moved this Amendment to save the House 
from a division. I make this plea—with 
great trepidation and _hesitation—only 
because I feel that such a course is most 
in harmony with the true dignity of the 
House of Commons. It is not that I fear 
a party defeat—-I am too used to them— 
but 1 would appeal to hon. Members 
in this crisis of our history to rise above 
trumpery party considerations, and fol- 
low a coise most consistent with the 
traditions and glory of the House of 
Commons. It is not that T condemn this 
Amendment im itself. I thmk most 
Members of the House would agree with 
it as an abstract proposition. [think it 
is true that there never was a war since 
the Norman Conquest in which the 
Government did not show some want of 
foresight and judgment and some lack of 


Sixth Day. 
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preparation, Nor do T disagree with our 


having had this discussion. But I would 
plead with the noble Lord and his friends 
that at atime like this we should think 
of something higher than ordinary party 
considerations. I plead on two grounds. 
In the first place, in a erisis of this kind 
there are only two courses open to us ; 
we ought either to knock down the 
Government or back it up; we have no 
hope or desire of being able to knock 
down the Government, therefore T sav it 
is our duty to back it up. In the 
second place, 1 plead with the House 
to consider the effect of this motion, 
not in this House itself, nor in 
England where we understand these 
matters, but throughout the world. Tam 
quite sure that net only will foreigners 
misjulge us but that the Boers will 
misjudge us also. We have all read of 
the glory of Varliment, and I hope the 
House of Commons will now rise to the 
greatness of that glory and show that at a 
time like this they are able to present a 
united front to the world. 

Mr. C. BF. SHAW (Statiord): [rise to 
second the appeal which has just been 


made to the noble Lord to withdraw his | 


Amendment even at this late hour. It 
places many of us on this side of the 
House in a very invidious position, and 
no Members could be placed in a more 
invidious position than the fifteen who 
had the courage of their convictions and 
voted with the Government in October 
last. I had heped against hope, day 
after day, that this Amendment would be 
withdrawn, and even up to ten o'clock 
this evening there was a strong movement 
on this side of the House to have it with- 
drawn. The Amendment is divided into | 
two parts. With regard to the first part, | 








IMONS} the One ws Speech, 
which distinctly states that the war js 
mjust and unnecessary, all [ can say is 
that my vote in October last has cleared 
me of that charge. I believe this war is 
just and necessary. With regard to the 
second part | am very largely in agree- 
ment with it. I think that the Govern- 
ment have not gone far enough, and | 
stated in June last and again in September 
that they otight to safeguard the position 
by pouring troops into South Africa. 
The speeches of the hon. Member for 
Dover and the Colonial Secretary will 
enable me to support the Government 
‘tonight. The country has heen asking for 
a lead in this matter; they have been 
asking for something strong from the 
| front beneh, and i ventiire to say that in 
i those two speeches they have got a very 
| definite lead. 1 may be asked why, if | 
| eannot vote for the Amendment, I de not 
labstain. Tam not sent to this House to 
}abstain. IL certainly should not feel my- 
i self at res: if I found myself in the same 
| lobby as the right hon. Gentleman the 
| 
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| Member for Montrose or the hon. and 
\learned Gentleman the Member for 
| Dumfries. [am sorry to part company 
‘with the hon. Baronet the Member for 
ithe Berwiek Division and those who think 
| with him, but L think my action is more 
| consistent. I for one} am not deaf to the 
| appeal made by the Leader of the House ; 
'I want this House to present a united 

front to the world, and I have never 

given a vote in this House with greater 
| pleasure and with greater determination 
than the vote I shall give in support of 
| the Government to-night. 


Question put. 


The 
Nees, 352. 


House divided : Ayes, 139; 
(Division List No. 3.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) , Caldwell, Jame 


s Vitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 








Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth ©. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolliny 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charle: 


Mr. Harwood, 





Cameron, Sir Chas. (Gdasgow) | 


Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G.B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville John 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


Ferzuson, K.-C. Munro (Leith) 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Grey, Sir Edw. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir Willian Braanpton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wi. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,kt. Hon. Charlesseale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
{Torniman, Frederick Jolin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, A. E. (Morley) _ 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 





Labouc 
Langle 
Lawsol 
Leese, 
Leng, > 
Lewis, 
Lloya- 
Lough, 
Lyell, $ 
M'Crae 
MWEwa 
M‘kKen 
M‘Leoc 
Maddis 
Mendl, 
Montag 
Morgan 
Morley, 
Morley, 
Norton, 
Nussey. 
Odroy« 
Palmer. 


Acland- 
Aird, Je 
Allhuse 
Allsopp 
Anson, | 
Arehdal 
Amold, 
Arnold 
Arral, S 
Atkinso 
hailey, . 
jaillie, | 
vaird, oI 
Balearve 
haldwin 
Balfour, 
fanbury 
Banes, } 
Barnes, 
Barry, R 
Rarry,Si 
dartley, 
Bathurs 
Beach, R 
Beach, R 
beckert, 
Bev, He 
Bemrose 
Bhownay 
biddulpl 
Biewood 
Bitl, Cha 
Blakistor 
Blundell. 
Bolitho, | 
Bond, ki 
Bonsor, | 
Boulnois, 
Bowles,C 
Bowles, 
Brassey, 
Brodrick. 
Brooktiel 
Brown, A 
Brymer, 
Bullard, | 
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Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Win. ‘(Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

se eagges Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb ind 
Leese, Sir Joseph tl’. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, ‘Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

MCrae, George 

MWEwan, William 

Mkenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 
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Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt Hon Jolin( Montrose 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nassey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) | 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Aird, Jolin 

Allhisen, Augustus Henry EF. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Amold, Alfred 

Amold- Forster, Huh O. 
Arvol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
hailey, James (Walworth) 
aillie, JamesE. B.( Inverness) 
laird, John Georve Alexander 
Balear res, Lord 

haldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A..( Maneh’r) 
fanbury, Frederick George 
hanes, Major George Edward 
Barnes, l'rederic Gorell 
wry, RtHnA ASmith-( Hunts 
Rarry,SirFraneis T. (Windsor) 
Bartle Vy, George C 

Bathurst, Hon, AllenBenjainin 
Reach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. HnW.W.B. (Hants. 
Reckett, Ernest William 

Begs, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
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Bhownageree, Sir MI. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bizwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blakiston- Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas I sed ford 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F’.(Middlesex) 


Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
rooktield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Brymer, William Ernest 

Sir Harry 


Bullard, S 


| Dalkeith, Earl of 





{6 Feprvary 1900} 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northmb.) 
Pease, SirJoseph W,(Durham) | 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Brives (york...) 
Kandell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Riekett, J. ¢ fomplon 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles EK. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 


Francis 5. 
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Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter ° 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. FL (N. Lanes.) 
‘wvendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘evil, — Huh (Greenwich) 
a Captain R. G. W. 
hamberlain, Rt. re J.(Birm.) 
‘hamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
‘hh tplin, | tt. fon. Henry 
harrington, Spencer 

‘helsea, Viscount 

‘lare, Octavius Leigh 

‘Tarke, SirEdward( Plymouth) 
‘louvh, Walter Owen 
‘oddington, Sir William 
oghill, Douglas Harry 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb, Sir John Chs. Ready 
‘olston, Charles E. H. Athole 
ook, FL Lucas (Laanbeth) 
‘ooke, (. W. R. (Hereford) 
‘orbett. A.Cameron(Clasvow ) 
‘ornwallis, a ee yW. 
‘otton-dodrell, Col. E. I). 
‘ox, Frwink dward Bainbridee 
‘ripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 


Stevenson, 
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Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 

| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
| Dixon-Hartland, Sir F, 
| Donkin, Richard Sim | 
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Dixon 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
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Stuart, Jas. (Shoreditch) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, : \lfred((Gilamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

W allace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeda 
Walton, J. (Barnsley) 
Warner, T., Courtenay T. 
Wason, Engene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, Geo. (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Fredk. W. (Nortolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Govan) 

W oodhouse,Sir J T(Hudd rsd) 
Woods, $ se 

Yoxall, James Henry 


55.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. MeArthur 


Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. 
Douglas-Pennant, 
Doxtord, Sir Win. 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Puncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir. Win. Hart 
Lverton, gy 2 de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 

Fardell, Sit T. (ieorge 
Fellowes Hon. Ailwyn Rdw. 
Fereusson, Rt. Hn. Sir (Mane’r 
field, Admiral (East bourne) 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Virbank, Joseph Thomias 
Fisher, Willi: as Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortesene 
Mleteher, Sir Henry 

‘ lower, Ernest 

Foikestone, Viscount 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Carfit, William 

Cedge, er! 

Gibbons, J . Lloyd 

Ciibbs, Hn. AAG. H.(City ofLon) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles ‘Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Coldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. J. Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St. Geo’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 


A. Akers- 
Hon. B.S. 
Theodore 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
we Daly Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon.Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
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Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir J. William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, ian 


| Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
| Maple, Sir John Blundell 


Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter. 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Stafts) 
Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William 'Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry . 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt G. W. Grice- 
Hutton, J. (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir J. Jones 

Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, Wm. (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kennaway, Re. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut -General 
Lawrence,Sir E. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Nir 'T’. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, H. Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewellyn,SirDil)wyn-(Swans. 
Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lopes, H. Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Lowther,RtHnJ W(Cumb’land 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Col. (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middler.ore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 


| Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants.) 


Moon, Edw. Robert Pacey 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Rt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. FI. (Monm’thsh, 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muniz, Philip A. 

Murray, Ht. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Fras. Alexander 


| Nicholson, William Grahain 


Nicol, Donala Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. R. Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R. (Lane. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett,Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Fredk. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


| 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, |. Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
Ritchie, Kt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 


Main Question again proposed. Debate arising, 
Debate further adjourned till to-morrow. 








| 





Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E. 
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Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, Win. Edward 'T, 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Sidebottom, Win. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks,) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, SirHenryM.( Lambeth 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. C. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.d.G.(Ox, Univ, 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Ushorne, Thomas 
Verney, Hon. Richard Greville 
Vineent, Colonel Sir C. BE. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster,Sir RoE. (Lb. of Wight) 
Welby, Lient.-Col. A.C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Kt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, C. Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir J. Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath} 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. I. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke 1)’Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks,E.) 
Younger, William : 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. UNITED STATES (No. 1, 1900). 


l 
| Copy presented,—-of Convention  be- 
; tween Her Majesty and the United 
[on oe | States of America, supplementary to the 

| Convention of 19th April, 1850, relative 
PETITIONS. | to the establishment of a communication 

| by Ship Canal between the Atlantic and 
| Pacific Oceans. Signed at Washington, 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMP- | 5th February, 1900 [by Command] ; to 

TION FROM RATES). | lie upon the Table. 

Petitions for alteration of law, from Ful" | 
ham ; St. Giles-in-the-Fields and St. George, | 
Bloomsbury ; and Ratcliff ; to lie upon the | NEW BILL, 
Table. 


Wednesday, 7th February, 1900. 


| TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS BILL. 
GROUND VALUES (TAXATION) | “To amend the Trustee Savings 
(SCOTLAND). | Banks Acts,” presented and read the first 
Petition from New Monkland, for! time; to be read a second time upon 
alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table. | Monday next, and to be printed. [ Bill 


69.) 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS | MS gs ra 
ON SUNDAY BILL. | ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
Petitions in favour, from Leeds ; Kings- | MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
bridge ; and Fulham (two) ; to lie upon | [SEVENTH Day's DEBATE. ] 
the Table. | Order read for resuming Adjourned 


| Debate on Main Question [30th January], 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | ‘‘That an humble Address be presented 


CHILDREN BILL. | to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 
Petitions in favour, from Barrowford ; aiid en 
Colne (three); Hull; and Yeovil; to lie Most Gracious Sovereign, 
upon the Table. | We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and 


loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. | Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 

Petition from Kirkcudbright, in favour ; | in Parliament assembled, beg leave to 
to lie upon the Table. | offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
'for the Gracious Speech which Your 
| Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
| Parliament.” —(Captain Pretymun.) 





VIVISECTION. 
Petition from Wandsworth, for pro- 
hibition ; to lie upen the Table. | Question again proposed. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of endeavouring to renew discussion 

SERIES). about topics which have been the subject 

Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and | of the debate for the last week. I have 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, | "° intention of perpetuating the weary- 
No. 521 [by Command]; to lie upon the | some and shameful story of the inefficiency 
iil ‘and insincerity of the diplomacy which 

'has led this country into a war for an 

k | ostensible object which could easily have 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | heen obtained by a little patience and 
Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and | goodwill, and a little conciliation. Still 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | less do I desire to enter into any criticism 
2378 [by Command]; to lie upon the| of the political and military blunders 
Table. ‘which have brought disaster on 


VOL. LXXVIII. [FourtH SERIEs. } 2H Seventh Day 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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your arms since the commencement 
of the war. My object entirely 
different. I desire as far as possible to 
leave the past alone. I may say, I have 


is 


‘COMMONS} 
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involved in a difficulty or complication 
which diminishes its great strength, a 


‘feeling of hope and _ satisfaction stirs 


no particular sympathy with the recrimi- | 


nations which have passed between both 
the front benches as to the responsibility 
for this war. In my view beth are 
responsible, though in different degrees, 
for its initiation, and both are equally 
responsible for its prosecution. My ob- 
ject is to explain and justify the feeling 
of Ireland upon this subject, and that will 
be evidenced by the votes of eighty 
Members of this House, who think and 
will act as one man. The sympathy of 
Ireland is with the two South African 
Republics. We abhor this war; we call 
for its stoppage, and we declare our inten- 
tion to do all that in us lies to maintain the 
independence of these two little Republics, 
which was won by untold sacrifices, and de- 
tended by a heroism which is without a 
parallel inthe history of the world. I know, 
of course, that putting this view forward in 
this assembly must be unpalatable to many 
Members on both sides, but every sober- 
minded man must agree with me, that if 
a large body of Members hold this view, 
it is well that the view should be ex- 
pressed; and I trust the expression 
of opinion of eighty Members of this 
House, representing the majority of the 
people of Ireland, will be listened 
to, if not with respect, at any rate with 
patience. 
with the Boers. 

foundation is it 


Why is this?) On what 
based? What is the 
explanation of it! I propose to answer 
shortly those questions. We in Ireland 
have been accused of being indiscriminate 
in our sympathies and our views of this 
war ; we are told we know nothing of the 
merits of the quarrel, and that our sym- 
pathies with the Boers have one real and 
only motive, which is antagonism to 
England ; that we should be against Eng- 
land, right or wrong; and I have even 
heard it said that if it was Germany who 
was fighting, and England was defending 
the Boers, we should turn right round. 
And it was alleged that if England had 
gone to war, as she undoubtedly ought 
to have done, three years ago to avenge 
the massacre of the Armenian Christians, 
our sympathies would have been on the 
side of the Great Assassin. I want to be 
perfectly frank and candid. 
hoth truth and untruth in that charge. 
It is true that wherever the Empire is 
Mr. John Redmond. 


The sympathy of Ireland is , 


There is | 


through the veins of men of the Irish 


race both at home = and = abroad. 
This is a_ fact which stares you in 
the face, and it is folly to conceal 
it. It is one of those facts whieh 


statesmen should study and observe and 
try to understand. It is not our fault 
that it is a fact, but yours. It is the 
fault of the history which you and your 
predecessors have made. You thought 
you had got rid of the Irish question 
when in 1895 you overwhelmed Home 
Rule by a majority of 150. You thought 
you had got rid of it in 1800 when you 
abolished the Irish Parliament, because, 
twenty years before, when you were 
engaged in your wicked American war, a 
war which particularly compares with the 
present war, you were confronted with 
this same phenomenon of the Irish seeking 
to take advantage of your difficulties and 
sympathising with your foe. Why was 
Ireland prone to these views then as it 
is now? It does not lie in the cussedness 
of the Irish, it is due to the simple fact that 
Ireland one hundred years ago felt she was 
treated with systematic injustice and 
deprived of her true rights. She had the 
same feeling before, and the same cause 
will at all times produce the same result 
in the history of nations. Some day, not 
perhaps far off, in that Ireland which you 
are about to create for yourselves in South 
Africa, you may find white people 
rejoicing in the Empire’s difficulties and 
sending messages of sympathy to your 
foes. I would urge this country, before 
it is involved more deeply in this ill-fated 
war, to endeavour to learn something from 
the history of your own experience in 
Ireland and the American colonies, and 
from contrasting the history of other great 
portions of the Empire, and to beware of 
pursuing to the bitter end the chapter 
which, whatever way the military opera- 
tions may go, whether you succeed in this 
war or not, can only be a story of misfor- 
tune and disgrace. I admit, in the 
frankest manner, that the feeling of themass 
of the Irish people is hostile to the Empire. 
At this moment it would be hypocrisy for 
me to attempt to deny it, and it would 
he the utmost folly for you to attempt to 
minimise it. One of the greatest English- 
men of our time, John Henry Newman, 
in speaking of Irish discontent, drew a 
picture which explains to some extent 
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this feeling that I have spoken of and 
admitted. He describes the feelings of 
an Englishman travelling in Ireland. He 
says—— 


“He finds that the wrongs which England | 


las inflicted are faithfully remembered, her 
name and fellowship are abominated, the news 
of her prosperity heard with disgust, the 
anticipation of her possible reverses nursed 
and cherished as the best of consolations. The 
suecess Of France or Russia over her armies, of 
Yankee or Hindoo,is fervently desired as the 
first instalment of a debt accumulated through 
seven centuries, and that even though those 
armies are in so large a proportion recruited 
from the Irish soil. If he ventures to ask for 
prayers for England he receives one answer, a 
prayer that she may receive her due. It is as 
ifthe air rang with the old Jewish words, ‘ Oh. 
daughter of Babylon, blessed shall he be who 
shall repay thee as thou hast paid to us.’ ” 


[ admit, therefore, the sympathy of Ire- 
land with the Boers in this matter is, to a 
certain extent, due to the feeling which 
I have described. But having said so 
much I entirely deny that the attitude of 
the Irish people towards this war is 
governed wholly or even mainly by that 
sentiment. Irishmen are just as capable 
asanyone else of judging the policy and the 
merits of the conflicts in which this 
Empire chooses to embroil itself, more 
especially when, as in the present instance, 
an impoverished and over-taxed country 
is called upon to pay so heavy a propor- 
tion of the cost, and when so many 
thousands of Irish families, rich and poor 
alike, are called upon to pour forth the 
sill more precious treasure of their 
children’s blood. Do not imagine that 
this war does not come home to us in 
It is scarcely an exaggeration 
to say that there is scarcely a family in 
Ireland, from the poor people who live in 
Dublin slums to the highest in the land, 
that is not represented, in one shape or 
other, upon one side or other at the front. 
This is more the case with regard to 
Ireland than it is here, because in 
proportion to the population a larger 
number of our people take to soldiering 
for the mere love of the calling than with 
you, and when they do get to the front a 
far larger proportion of them are thrust 
into dangerous posts. I candidly admit 
that in one sense 1 cannot but rejoice 
that so many Irishmen are fighting in 
this cause. | recognise the duties 
and obligations of the soldier’s calling 
-“His not to reason why; his but to 
do or die ”-—and recognising that, I, as an 
Irishman, cannot help feeling a thrill of 


{7 FEBRUARY 1900} 





the Queen’s Speech, 834 
pride at the record of the heroism of 
the Irish lads from Mayo and Roscommon, 
who have suffered so terribly in this war. 
I could not help noticing that, while those 
brave and devoted press correspondents 
who have sent accounts of the operations 
to this country have paid generous tributes 
to the gallantry of these [rish regiments, 
in the official reports from General 
Buller and other officers in command no 
such mention has been made. I saw a 
calculation made the other day in a news- 
paper as to the number of men killed and 
wounded of various nationalities, and it was 
shown that since the war commenced 
there were 120 Irishmen killed or 
wounded to 56 Englishmen, and when it 
is remembered that these [rishmen are, as 
I have said, boys from Roscommon and 
Galway and other Irish counties, 
Catholics in creed, Nationalists every 
man of them practically in their senti- 
ments, I can understand the impatience, 
almost the disgust, with which the taunt 
of the hon. and gallant Member the other 
night was heard by this House. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 


N.): I never made any such taunt. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will not 
enter into any conflict with the hon 
Gentleman. What he said is in the 
recollection of the House. It is not only 
that Irishmen are entitled to judge of 
this war, and the merits and policy of 
this enterprise, but as a rule their judg- 
ment is more likely to be sound than 
yours. For one thing, Irishmen are not 
subject to those passions of Imperial 
greed and pride and arrogance which 
habitually obscure the judgment of large 
classes of Englishmen on these occasions. 
They are not as materialistic in their aims, 
and they have, moreover—and it has often 
been accounted one of their weaknesses 
that they have—what is called a sympa- 
thetic temperament. They havea faculty 
for understanding other races, and so long 
as it is true that no Imperial policy can 
be wise or sound which is not morally 
right, so long I maintain that these 
instincts are more likely to lead the 
nation to a sound conclusion than, say, the 
instincts of the average modern jingo in 
this country. By this means the Irish 
people, by a perfectly natural and, as I 
think, unerring process, have come to enter- 
tain a genuine abhorrence of this war, and 
a genuine admiration for the little heroic 
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Republics that are facing and thwarting 
your effort to destroy their independence. 
I assert emphatically that the sympathies 
of the Irish people would be in precisely 


the same direction ii England were not | 
Our sym- 
pathies would be on the side of the inde- 


concerned in the matter at all. 


pendence of these Republics, no matter 


what was the Power that was attempting | 


to act as the bully and the oppressor in 
South Africa. 
your own history you will see that in every 
war of this kind in which the Empire has 
been engaged the sympathies of Irishmen 


have always gone in the right direction, | 
and not their sympathies only but their | 


counsel and advice, and their counsel and 
advice have invariably been disregarded 
and rejected. 
the conflict which lost you America, and 
the memory of which is the real reason 
why to-day you cannot win the friendship 
and alliance of the United States. Go 
hack to the history of that war. 
led the Opposition; who inspired, who 
planned, who worked through steadfast 
years in opposition to that luckless war ? 
An Irishman, and in doing so he poured 
forth a wealth of political wisdom which 
has been the nourishment of your wiser 
statesmen ever since, and which if it could 
be only understood and acted upon by 
your statesmen of to-day would induce 
you even now to retrace your steps, and 


by an_ early peace to retrieve to 
some extent what I believe is the 
worst mistake of your Imperialism. 


Yes, Burke and Sheridan and Grattan 
and the mighty Irishmen of that day 
took precisely the same stand in that 
eventful controversy that we _ their 
humbler countrymen take to-day upon the 
question of this war. They had to face 
the self-same abuse, the same unstinted 
criticism that we have todo. But who 
in the world of politics dares to say now 
that they were not absolutely in the right ? 
No; the organised and obstinate pride 
of the rulers of that day would not 
the treacherous 


accept advice from 

Irish Members, and America was | 
lost. In crises like this your 
best advisers have always heen Irish | 
statesmen and_ Irish _ soldiers. But 


you have always distrusted their ad-| 
the | 


vice, whether in the case of 
present war or in other struggles. Had 
you taken the advice and ,heeded the 
warning of one who was your representa- 
tive in South Africa until recently—I 
Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


If you look back over | 


Go back for a moment to | 


Who 
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| mean General Butler (who was described 
‘as labouring under the disadvantage of 
| being an Irishman and a Catholic), 
had you hearkened to his advice, instead 
of the advice of Sir Alfred Milner, you 
would not be the spectacle of humiliation, 
before the civilised world which you now 
are. I say, therefore, that we arrive by 
quite a natural process at our sympathies 
with these Republics. How could it be 
otherwise ? We would be stocks or stones 
if our admiration were not aroused by 
one of the finest spectacles that the world 
has witnessed since Thermopyle—the 
_ resistance of these two little Republics to 
the most powerful Empire of modern 
times. I think I am speaking the senti- 
ments of all generous-minded men in 

this House—no matter what view they 
‘take of the war—when I say that we 
| admire the pluck and heroism of the old 
grey-bearded Boer side by side with the 
dauntless courage of the Boer of sixteen 
in the stand they have already made 
against this mighty Empire in defence 
of what they believe to be right. 
Do they surrender their independence 
without a struggle ? Do the Free Staters,. 
thinking only of their crops, abandon 

their brothers in the Transvaal? Had 
they done so we should all, without dis 

tinction of creed or party, have heartily 


‘despised them ; and it seems to me that 
‘but for this bloody struggle the world 


would have been robbed of one of its most 
stirring episodes. I think the world at 
large owes a deep debt to these two little 
tepublics for showing, in this degraded 
age, that there are other things to fight for 
than gold, and for which they are prepared 
to lay down their lives. Sir, the cant we 
have heard that this war was set on foot 
to remove the grievances of the Uit- 
landers, to obtain for them the five years 
franchise, no longer deceives anyone. 
If that had been the object of this 
country, it could have easily heen 
obtained without war, as the question 
was on the eve of settlement on the 
19th August, when the five years fran- 
chise was offered. And it is clear from 
the course of the diplomacy and the 
discussions in this House that the respon- 
sibility for the breaking off of negotia- 
tions rests with this country. However, 
that is not worth while arguing now,. 
because after the speech of the Colonial 
Secretary the other day no man will deny 
that this war between Boer and Briton is 
| to establish the supremacy of the British 
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in the two Republics, and if that be so I 
for one pray God that the effort will be 
frustrated. Sir, these may sound strong 
words, but do you remember the words 
uttered by one of the greatest of your Par- 
liamentary figures, one of the 'greatest of 
your orators, and one of the greatest of 
Imperialists ? I refer to Lord Chatham 
when, speaking of the American war, 
he said— 





“The Americans struggling for their rights 
Tlove and admire. It is the struggle of free 
and virtuous patriots. The time demands the 


language of truth. In a just and necessary | ‘ ck : : 
% the experience of Lord North in America 


war, to maintain the rights and honour of my 
country, I would strip the shrt from my back 
tosupport it. But in such a war as this, un- 
just in its principle, impracticable in its means 
and ruinous in its consequences, I would not 
contribute a single effort or a single shilling. 
I am glad the Americans have resisted. Re- 
sistance Was as necessary as it was just.” 


Let me then add as to this attitude of 
Ireland that it is not governed either 
slightly or mainly by hostility to 
England, but is based on the merits of 
the struggle. It is not Ireland alone 
which takes this view. It is England 
that stands to-day in isolation, in 
splendid, may be, but disgraceful isola- 
tion ; for all the nations on the earth, as 
far as one can make out, share our anti- 
pathy to the war. The solitary excep- 
tion whose sympathy you win is 
Turkey. [Interruption.} _ Does  any- 
one doubt that? [ Yes.”] I am 
judging by your own newspapers. 
The other day in the Standard newspaper 
} there were published extracts from articles 
} from all the leading papers from all the 
} capitals of the world—from Vienna, Berlin, 
Brussels, St. Petersburg, Madrid, Paris— 
and, not least, from America. Every 
one of these expressions was hostile to you 
and was exactly the same as the expres- 
sions which we make to-day on behalf of 
Ireland. Let me take the case of America. 
I myself have recently been in the United 
States, and I there had the pleasure of 
meeting, not merely prominent  Irish- 
Americans, but many leading statesmen 
of purely American extraction, and while 
I admit that public official expressions of | 
hostility to you are not heard, chiefly be- 
cause America, being embroiled in the 
Philippine war, does not feel herself in a 
position to rebuke you, as she otherwise 
would—still the overwhelming opinion of | 
the leading statesmen of America and of | 
the mass of the people is hostile to you. 


i 
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| In the issue of the Standard to which 
‘I have referred there were extracts 
from the New York Herald, which, like 
The Times in this country, generally 
throws in its lot with the strongest side, 
but which may he taken very fairly to 
express the dominant view for the 
moment. The New York Herald in the 
article to which I am alluding declared 
that the overwhelming mass of opinion 
_was against England in this war, and the 
New York Sun, which was the must pro- 
British organ in America, addresses a 
remonstrance and expresses its fear lest 
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should be repeated in South Africa, and 
asks whether the animosity of the Afri- 
kanders would be lessened by years of 
war, even though they result in victory 
through the slaughter of all their kins- 


-men, whose children would simply inherit 


an implacable blood feud. That is the 
view expressed in what has been of 
recent years the most pro-British paper 
in the United States. They think it is 
an unjust war, and they desire to induce 
you to bring it to a speedy termination 
in accordance with the views that I am 
expressing here. Ido not want to use 
a rather hackneyed illustration, but it is 
worth repeating. The universal opinion 
of the civilised world being against 
France in the Dreyfus business was quoted 
by all the organs of public opinion in this 
country as conclusive proof in itself that 
France was wrong. I ask now does this 
universal opinion of Christendom against 
you to-day count for anything, and is 
this war to be allowed to go on until 
the Union Jack waves over Pretoria 
or until tens of thousands of brave 
men have been slaughtered, and _per- 
haps hundreds of millions of treasure 
have been expended, and all in an enter- 
prise which cannot bring you credit or 
glory, but which must undoubtedly end 
in the establishment of a state of eternal 
enmity between the white races in South 
Africa? Let me ask, if this war is_per- 
sisted in to the bitter end, what will be 
I do not mean will you get 
to Pretoria. I take that for granted. 
As we were reminded some _ time 
ago, eleven armed men are more than a 
match for one man in his shirt. I conclude 


that if you continue to pour in troops 


the end is inevitable. But that is not 
the result I am speaking of. What will 
the future of South Africa be? The 


Boers have added a new page to the 
Seventh Day. 
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annals of political and military heroism. 
Do you think you can blot out that page, 
that you can trample upon it and that 


it will be forgotten? Do you 
think with such a _ page behind 
them you can wipe out Boer 
nationality? I say the only chance 
of retrieving the mistake is this. You 


may devastate these two Republics ; you 
may exterminate the entire male popula- 
tion. If so, what then? Well, I say let 
a woman answer. This woman is the 
sister of the Prime Minister of Cape 
Colony. I think I heard some one smile 
at that. Why is he Prime Minister of 
Cape Colony? Why, because he has at 
his back the support of the majority of 
the white races in South Africa, This 
lady says— 

“You may see all of the fighting men in 
arms slain. But what of the women? If 
there were left but 5,000 pregnant South 
Afriean-born women and all the rest of their 
people destroyed, those women would breed up 
again a race like the first. Grandchildren and 
great grandchildren of the men who lie under 
the stones, who are not English or Dutch, but 
only African, will say as they pass those heaps, 
‘There lie our grandfathers or great-grand- 
fathers who died in the great war of independ- 
ence.’ ” 


With these facts staring you in the face, 
how can any man look with confidence to 
the future of South Africa? It may be 
asked what’ can be done now. I said at 
the commencement of my remarks that I 
would not go back as far, at any rate, as 
the past is concerned. The situation now 
is that you are at war. Even if you 
wrongly went to war, hon. members say 
you must go on. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Hear, hear!| Ah! “hear, hear” says a 
feeble voice. I do not think that even 
the Colonial Secretary would cheer that 
sentiment. This war in my view, and in 
the view of those for whom I speak, was 
an unjust war in its inception. We say 
that the only course for you is to recog- 
nise that at once, and, before further 
slaughter takes place in South Africa and 
before the future of South Africa is 
further imperilled, to retrace your steps 
and allow these Republics to maintain 


their independence. We call, there- 
fore, for the stoppage of this war. 
We ask that the independence of 


these gallant Republics shall be guaran- 
teed and maintained. In the words of 
the hon. and learned Member for Ply- 
mouth, we ask for some settlement honour- 


{COMMONS} 





the Queens Speech. 840 


‘in this war has vindicated for them the 


right to maintain their independence. 
Yes, Sir ; those are brave and courageous 
words, and it is a singular coincidence 
that they are almost identical with words 
used in this House with regard to the 
Boer War in 1881 by the late Mr. 
Parnell. In 1881 Mr. Parnell gave notice 


‘of the following motion 


i 


“ To call attention to the Transvaal War, 
and to move that in the opinion of this House 
the Boers by their gallant resistance have 
earned the right to their independence.” 


To-day, after eighteen years, we make the 
same declaration, the only change in the 


| situation being that the gallantry of the 


Boers in those days has been completely 
eclipsed by the gallantry of the Boers of 
to-day. In conclusion I cannot do better 
than say that we desire ‘to put this case 
before the House with moderation, but 
with clearness. We do not desire to be 
guilty of the hypocrisy of pretending 


that we are solely moved by the 
merits. While admitting frankly that 
in these cases we are prejudiced 


to a certain extent by an antecedent 
hostility, at the same time in most cases 
in the past we have been right, and in 
this case we have been undoubtedly in- 
fluenced by the merits of the controversy. 
We ask you in time to reconsider your 
position. We believe that you can do it 
without injury to yourselves, certainly 
tainly with far less injury than must come 
to you if you persist in going on to the 
end of the chapter and imperilling the 
future of the white races in South Africa. 
We at any rate make our position per- 
fectly clear. We are not influenced 
one whit by the odium that may come 
upon us because of our action. We know 
that we area small minority in this House 
—possibly some people say a contemptible 
minority. We look back on the past, and we 
know that when Chatham and Burke were 
right in denouncing the American War they 
were in contemptible minorities, and were 
the objects of odium and misrepresentation. 
We know that when ‘in the Crimean War 
John Bright attempted to stem the flood 
of war passion he was in a contemptible 
minority, and was a mark for odium and 
taunts. And we care still less for the 
threats of injury to the cause of Home 
Rule. We know that we are right, and 


‘are profoundly convinced that Ireland 


able to that brave people whose conduct 


Mr. John Redmond. 


our country has nothing to lose, but has 
everything to gain, by raising her voice 
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on the side of justice and liberty. I there- 
fore beg to move the Amendment. stand- 
ing in my name. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, 
have been asked to second this 
ment, and I do so with pleasure, only re- 
gretting that I had not longer notice. It 
has often been said that Irish Members 
have one voice when addressing audiences 
in Ireland and another when addressing 
the House of Commons. Ido not think 
that that could ever be said, but certainly 
on this occasion it could not with any 
degree of truth. Before this war was 
entered upon Mr. Davitt and others pro- 
tested in the name of Ireland against 


E.): I 


Amend- 


the policy of the Government, and 
here to-day, speaking, for the vast 


majority of the people of Ireland, my hon. 
friend who has just sat down has expressed 
in terms unmistakable the feeling of 
Irish people on this question. The pity 
of the thing is that all must recognise that 
this war was distinetly preventible. It 
is within the recollection of this House 
that when an angry debate was pro- 
ceeding during the autumn session of 
last year, and when passions on both sides 
were considerably inflamed, an hon. and 
gallant Gentleman on the other side of 
the House rose and deprecated the tone 
in which the debate had been conducted, 
and paid a high tribute to the gallantry 
and bravery of the foes with whom you 
are fighting.* Those few words from the 
hon, and gallant Member changed the 
whole tone of the debate, and a debate 
which would probably have been pro- 
longed for another day was brought to a 
conclusion, I think we often find that 
the braver a man is the more considerate 
he is for the feelings of his opponent. My 
hon. friend has spoken of Ireland’s voice 
on this question. Looking at it from a 
financial point of view, of course we have 
topay the piper for this most iniquitous 
war, and very much more than our pro- 
per share. But I hope and believe that 
if we were a self-governing country to- 
(ay the voice of the Nationalists of Ire- 
land would be raised for the weak against 
the strong in protest against this most un- 
justifiable conflict. I may be told that 
we do not speak for the majority of our 
people in this matter, and that the 
blood of Irishmen which has been so 


“See The Parliamentary Debates, Fourth 
Series, Vol. Ixxvii, p. £475. (Speech of Col. 





Kenyon-Slaney, 20th October, 1899.) 
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freely spilt is proof that they sym- 
pathise with this war. We are a martial 
race, and a military life will always 
have its attractions for the Irish, but 
at the same time—and anyone who doubts 
the truth of what I say, if he takes the 
trouble of inquiring among the masses of 
the Irish people, will find that it is 
correct—in those families where the twos 
and the threes of young men have laid 
down their lives for your cause 

because we all recognise that when a man 
is in a post of danger he must do his duty 
—but even under those conditions you 
will find that the prayers of the people of 
these very families are offered almost 
nightly for the success of the Boer arms. 
I must say that I have not feelings of 
satisfaction with regard to the way in 
which Irish blood has been spilt in this 
war and in many other wars. I[ think 
our most bitter enemy must acknowledge, 
if he studies the history of this country, 
that Irish brains, Irish arms, and Irish 
blood have done their part in building up, 
extending, and maintaining your king- 
dom. And when I look at the sacrifices 
which Irishmen have made on your behalf 
[ ask what has been done for us to justify 
them? We have been far too prodigal 
with our blood in your causes. Our 
country is a byword, and as for poverty, 
is not the present reign the most hideous, 
from an Irish point of view, since the time 
of Elizabeth? The First Lord of the 
Treasury, I believe, in one of his much 
criticised Manchester speeches, made 
mocking allusions to the “union of 
hearts” between England and _ Ireland, 
and certainly the Irish Secretary spoke in 
that vein at Leeds~ they say that events 
have proved the insincerity of that “ union 
of hearts.” On that subject I may be 
allowed to say that the Irish people have 
approached the English on this matter in 
a spirit of friendliness and, to some 
extent, of honourable compromise, but we 
must recollect that if there was any 
breakage of the contract entered into it 
was a breakage by the English people, 
who on two different occasions rejected the 
treaty proposed by Mr. Parnelland also pro- 
posed by Mr. Gladstone in 1886 and 1895. 
Upon occasions when treaties have been 
entered into between England and Ire- 
land, Ireland has not been the country to 
break them. I will not enter at any 
length into the merits of the case, because 
it has been so ably and amply stated by 
my hon friend the Member for the City of 
Seventh Day. 
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Waterford. The fact that you have Irish House to obtain some redress for recog- 


regiments fighting under your colours 
wherever fighting is to be done does not dis- 
prove the statement that the vast majority 
of the Irish people disapprove of this war. 
We should be unworthy of the sacrifices 
made for our cause if we did not detest 
this war, and as a protest against it we 
shall have the satisfaction of, at any rate, 
recording on the part of those who sent 
us here the fact that Ireland hates and 
detests this war and wishes for the success 
of a people who, by their conduct, have 
merited the right of free men. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘ But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that the time has come when the war 
at present being waged in South Africa should 
be brought to a close, on the basjs of recognis- 
ing the independence of the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State.’” (Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, 
St. Stephen’s Green): I have not either 
the intention or the desire to question in 
the slightest degree the sincerity of the 
motives or the convictions of hon. Members 
opposite who have already, or may later 
on, take part in this debate. It would 
be impossible to deny that the sentiment 
of this Amendment and the language of 
the speeches just delivered is calculated 
to fill hon. Members from Ireland who 
sit on this side of the House with an 
acute sense of despair and indignation. I 
say despair, because I believe the pro- 
ceedings in this House of to-day are 
fraught with injury and disaster to the 
best interests of our country. Not 
merely are they calculated to deter the 
inflow of English capital and English 
commerce into our country, but they are 
certainly calculated to widen the breach 
which already exists between hon. Mem- 
bers opposite and hon. Members from 


Ireland who sit on this side of the 
House. Even at the present day there is 
much in the financial and commercial 


policy of Great Britain that is beneficial 
to the best interests of Ireland, and a 
hope had sprung up in recent years that 
it would be possible by the united efforts 
of Irishmen sitting on both sides of this 


Mr. Power. 


nised grievances. The Unionist Members 
from Ireland claim to be as sincere 
patriots as any of the hon. Members 
opposite. 


AN IrtsH MEMBER: You show it by 
your votes here. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: Our in- 
terests for the present and our future 
and all that belongs to us are all 
centred in this country. Such actions as 
these are calculated to postpone indefi- 
nitely, if not to destroy all hope or pro- 
spect of ever securing an amicable 
settlement of our differences. We also 
have a very strong feeling of indignation 
that such speeches as these are a slander 
on our country in the face of the civilised 
world, for they present a scene of dis- 
loyalty and disaffection which is opposed 
to the best interests of the Empire. At 
the present moment, and for some months 
past, Irish valour and Lrish bravery has 
been conspicuous in the forefront of this 
war. It has not been merely the rank 
and file of the soldiers, but it has been 
the bravery of General White, of General 
French, and last, but not least, the fact 
that Lord Roberts, with the weight of 
years and the weight of domestic afflic- 
tion upon him, responded nobly to his 
country’s call and placed his services at 
the disposal of Her Majesty. As we read 
of the efforts of our Irish soldiers, we 
find that no blood flows more freely, and 
that none is more dearly avenged in this 
war than that of our fellow-countrymen. 
I say it isa slander upon their manhood 
and their courage that our country should 
be exhibited as a hotbed of disloyalty 
and disaffection. It was suggested 
in the speech of the hon. Member for the 
City of Waterford that Irishmen were not 
receiving their proper recognition for 
their services in this campaign. I do not 
know whether within the last few days 
the attention of the hon. Member was 
called to a Gazette in which the names of 
four persons were honourably gazetted for 
the Victoria Cross for distinguished 
bravery in the field, and two of these 
were Irishmen. But it is not merely in 
the front and at the front that Irishmen 
have vindicated their loyalty and devotion 
to Queen and country. Even at home 
we find, if you judge it by any standard 
capable of recognition, that the assump- 
tion of hon. Members opposite that they 
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represent the feelings of the majority of 
the Irish race is contradicted. Test it by 
the subscriptions to the various funds for 
the relief of the suffering and the 
wounded ; test it by the number of those 
who have volunteered for service at the 
front, and by the number of those who 
are being recruited. What has Ireland 
done in the interests of the Boers? 
[ know that a subscription list was 
started for the assistance of the people 
of the Transvaal. I have in my 
hands a record of the magnificent 
total which has been obtained after six 
months efforts, and it amounts to £300. 
That, so far as [ can make out, is the only 
active sign on the part of any Irishmen 
of sympathy with the Boers in this war. 
Perhaps I can best dispose, once and for 
all, of the pretence that hon. Members 
opposite are entitled to speak for the 
majority of the Irish people, by reading 
an article from an Irish newspaper. The 
authority, I think, will not be challenged 
from the other side, for it is an article in 
the United Irishman of the present week, 
which is the recognised organ of the 
physical force party in Ireland, and I will 
read from this article a description of how 
the Irish people look upon this war. It 


says— 


“The Irish people are satisfied with the 
present system of Irish governmen , as their 
deeds testify. A community works for its 
government and shows its satisfaction with it 
by supplying it freely with men and money 
Ireland supplies these quite as willingly as 
England, or more so. And so long as Ireland 
suppl es men .nd money of her free will she 
is prima facie contente | with her Government 
and her complaints are merely the popular 
grumbling—a little exaggerated, being [rish— 
and a little more of it becauxe we have more 
leisure time, that is all. The Irishman’s 
patr ot sm is not strong enough to keep him 
irom entering the army of his conqueror. In 
both of these vital matters, therefore, those of 
taxes and of physical forces, the practice of the 
lish p-ople gives the lie to their professions. 
The latter cannot be taken seriously, and they 
are no so taken by any Englishma: or 
foreigner who knows the facts. Deeds are the 
true test of sincerity. The North Cork 
Militia are loyal because they work for 
England; the Irish people are also loyul 
because they work for England. In both cases 
deeds are the pro f, not words.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is 
that an argument for Home Rule ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
I have no desire to interrupt the hon. 
Member, but as he has quoted an extract 


{7 Frepruary 1900} 





the Queen’s Speech. 846 


' from that paper, I should like to ask him 


whether in that very same paper, and 
every issue of it that has been printed, 
there is not an article containing a strong 
denunciation of the enlistment of Irish- 
men in the British Army, and an appeal 
to Irishmen not to enlist at all ? 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I am quite 
prepared to admit that the fact is as 
stated by the hon. Member, but it is a 
strong corroboration of the argument 
which I am endeavouring to advance, 
that a paper which on the admission of 
the hon. Member has been for months 
struggling to prevent Ireland aiding and 
assisting England in this war should have 
to admit that in the end the English people 
will judge Ireland not by words but by 
deeds, and that if that test were applied 
to the deeds of Ireland, beyofd all ques- 
tion Ireland is in favour of this war. It 
has been suggested by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford that the 
unity of the Irish Members opposite on this 
question is a convincing proof that [reland 
is opposed to the war. “ Behold how good 
and how pleasant it is for brethren to 
dwell together in unity.” Judging by 
appearances, however, one would hardly 
imagine that the Irish Members are 
enjoying that goodness and _ pleasure to 
the extent they would wish, but it 
may be internal and not external grati- 
fication.. Be that as it may, is it true 
that this war has been the cause of unity? 
Has it not rather been the occasion ? 
Let me quote from a source which 
I think will be recognised and admitted 
as an authority on this matter. I refer 
to the Evening Herald, a well-known 


Nationalist newspaper published in 
Dublin. To what does it attribute this 


Is it to feel- 
Here is its 


sudden outburst of unity ? 
ing on the Transvaal War ? 
explanation— 


“Unity has become necessary because funds 
have only empty boxes, because American 
support has become estranged, and at home 
salacrintions for any purpose have died a 
sudden death. This state of affairs could not 
continue.” 


But what is the real cause of the present 


: demonstration—if I may so describe it 


without meaning any offence—of dis- 
loyalty and disaffection on the part of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite? It is to be 


Seventh Day, 
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found in the simple fact that at the 
present moment in Irish Nationalist 
politics the party of physical force is, for 
the time being, in the ascendant. It is 
true of every Nationalist movement in 
Ireland for all time that there is 
behind it and in control of it 
this party of physical force—a party 
which though in a minority among 
Nationalists is yet irresponsible, unscru- 


pulous, and dangerous, and has been able | 
at all times to suggest the tune though | 
hon. Gentlemen opposite may perform the | 
| active personality of the hon. Member for 


danee, and I think that the best illustra- 


tion of this is to be found in the fact that | 
it is the increasing strength and power of | 


the United Irish League 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Member is 


quite at liberty to discuss the attitude of | 


the Irish party—if I may call it so—to- 


wards this war, but he is not entitled on | 


this Amendment to discuss the attitude 
taken up generally by them in Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: Knowing 
all this, I wonder why hon. Gentle- 
men opposite attempt to disguise 
the truth by the suggestion that this 
present movement arose out of sympathy 
with the Boers. “England’s difficulty 
is Ireland’s opportunity,” and whether we 
are at war with savage or barbarian 
enemies, or with brave and valiant foes 
like the inhabitants of the Transvaal, it is 
not to love for our enemies, but to that 
implacable hostility to the English race 
and the English Constitution that has 
always dominated a section of the Irish 
people that is to be attributed the dis- 
loyal demonstration of to-day. I have 
heard it said by hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site that it is idle to talk about the 
grievances of the Uitlanders, that Irish- 
men at home are subject to greater 
grievances than ever the Uitlanders were 
victims of. 
that is seriously 
Irishman who 


Does 
this 


meant. 
comes to 


any 


enjoy to the fullest extent every right 
and privilege the ordinary English citizen 
possesses? I would test this statement 
by taking two illustrations, which I con- 


sider are two of the greatest possessions | 
which free men can hope to enjoy—lI | 


refer to freedom of speech and the 
liberty of the press. With regard to 
freedom of speech, I would like to ask 
Mr. J. H. M, Camptrll. 


{COMMONS} 





I can hardly believe that | 


country | 
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hon. Gentlemen opposite what would he 
the fate of the unfortunate Uitlander who 
at a meeting of his countrymen in 
Johannesburg advised them if they were 
compelled to take service with the Boers 
to turn their weapons upon their own 
officers. Yet in this distressed and 
tyrannised country of Ireland the hon. 
Member for Kilkenny has been allowed 
to do that without objection or remon- 
strance. If a Uitlander did that in 
Johannesburg, he would receive a fate 
which, on account of the amiable and 


Kilkenny, I would very much regret to 
see carried out in his case. Then with re- 
gard to the freedom of the press, the 


| Evening Herald of Dublin, on November 


18th, published the following 


“ Falien.—We publish great news to-day. 
Ladysmith is reported to have fallen into the 
hands of the Boers. Ladysmith has fallen. If it 
is proved to be true and that the Lrish Brigade 
contributed to so dire a British reverse, the 
hearts of [rishmen the wide world over will thrill 


| with a keen delight they have not experienced 


in our time before. ‘God send it is true’ will 


| be the fervent prayer in many an Irish home- 


stead to-day.” 


A country or a constitution that tolerates 
such language in the press at a time 
when that sountry is at war with the 
country of which it is written can hardly 
be open to the charge that the fullest 
liberty of the press is not allowed. With 
regard to the grievances of the Uitlanders 
and the extent to which they have brought 
about this just and righteous war, I do 
not at this stage propose to enlarge on 
them. There can be no doubt that the 
Uitlanders by their efforts and their 
energy succeeded in realising the enor- 
mous mineral resources of the Transvaal, 
which the Boers were either too indolent 
or too indifferent to realise, and that as 


1a result of their industry they were com- 


pelled to pay these exactions which the 
Boers have spent in building strong forti- 
fications, in the accumulation of immense 
military stores, and in perfecting their 
splendid military equipment, which have 
enabled them to carry on this war with 
such success, while at home the English 
nation had been lulled into apathy by 
hair-splitting diplomacy about the fran- 
chise. It was not until the Jameson raid 
that the English people for the first time 
became really awake to a few of the 
indignities and outrages that their fellow- 
countrymen were suffering at the hands 


'of the Boers, and, speaking for myself, I 
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can only say that, while there were many 
bad features in that raid, the worst was 
its failure, and the best was that it 
awoke the English nation to a sense 
of these indignities, while it encouraged 
President Kruger to throw off the mask 
and put forward the insolent pretence 
that the Transvaal was a sovereign State, 
and had a constitutional right to ill-treat 
the subjects of the Queen. The British 
Empire has always been believed to be 
able and willing to assist its subjects in 
any part of the world, and it is that 
feeling which is not only the cause but 
the justification of this war, and which 
has swept aside all these squabbles in refer- 
ence to suzerainty and all differences of 
party and politics in this country, and 
has enabled the British Empire to present 
a united front to the foe. Many hard 
things have been said of the Government 
in the course of these debates, and 
more especially of the Colonial Secretary. 
All] can say is, speaking on behalf of 
hon. Members from Ireland who sit on 
this side of the House, that we are never 
likely to forget what we owe to that 
statesman for his splendid efforts in the 
cause of the integrity of the Empire, and 
I do not think the nation is likely to 
forget what they owe to him also. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
reads the terms of the Amendment now 
under discussion he will observe that it 
states “that the time has come when 
the war at present being waged in South 
Africa should be brought to a close.” | 
yuite understand it is impossible to deal 
with the question without expressing an 
opinion as to the justice or injustice of 
the war, but the hon. Member is now 
going into the discussion of matters dealt 
with on the last Amendment, namely, the 
policy of the Government leading up to 
the war, and that is not in order. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: Just a 
word or two as to the latter portion of 
this Amendment. I confess chat I 


listened with considerable amazement and | 


curiosity to the speech just delivered, 
having regard to the contribution which 
it contained for the solution of the present 
difficulties between England andthe 
Transvaal. Because, so far as I under- 
stood the purport and tenor of the obser- 
vations of the hon. Members who pro- 


posed and seconded this Amendment, the 
solution of the difficulties that recom- 
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mends itself to them is that, after our 
colonies have been invaded by the Boers, 
this Empire is to content itself with 
getting rid of the invader, and to retire 
on the laurels of a disgraceful and 
humiliating peace. I do not think that 
is a policy to recommend itself to the 
inglish nation. It seems to me very 
much as if, having found a burglar in 
possession of your house and ef your 
goods, which he had ransacked from your 
house, you were asked to be content with 
politely showing him to the door. I 
believe that the English nation will 
require that this war should be pursued 
to the proper and vigorous vindication of 
the nation’s honour, which requires that 
these attempts at invasion shall be impos- 
sible in the future, and that our fellow- 
subjects in South Africa may rest assured 
for all future time that they and their 
possessions shall be free from depreda- 
tion. I do not expect or imagine that 
what I have said will have much effect 
upon hon. Members opposite. They are 
entitled, of course, to the fullest credit 
for honesty and sincerity of conviction 
and purpose, but on the other hand, [ 
think it is of some importance that this 
country should know what is the real 
extent and anticipated effect of this de- 
monstration of disloyalty and disaffection. 
It is well the country should see that 
this cloud, by which they have attempted 
to obscure the picture of patriotism and 
loyalty presented by the Empire generally, 
must be dwarfed to its proper dimensions, 
and that they should know that the dis- 
cordant note which has come from hon. 
Members opposite can have little effect 
upon the harmonious chorus of loyalty and 
patriotism which has been re-echoed to 
the furthermost corners of the world in 
which are gathered the subjects of the 
Queen. 


*Dr. CLARK (Caithness-shire) : So far 
as I coulc see any argument pertinent to 
the Amendment in the speech of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman who has just sat 
down, it seems to be this—that we must 
not pass this Amendment, that we must 
not have a peace upon the basis of the 
independence of the Boer Republics, be- 
cause British subjects want to win the 
same electoral rights in these States as 
Irishmen get when they come from 
Ireland to England, because there will 
not be the same freedom of speech in the 
Transvaal as here ; further, because they 


Seventh Day. 
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I have had some experience of 


licence of journalism in these countries as | freedom of speech in London. I went to 
| a meeting in Trafalgar Square where there 
| « 

were 30,000 people present, who allowed 


in this. Well, these arguments only show 
the confusion of thought of which we 


have seen a great deal on these benches | 
} 
| 


during the last fortnight. Some Hon. 
Members appear to think that we are 


me free speech by howling, and throwing 
stones and knives. I went to Birming- 
ham, where there was a great crowd of 


engaged in a just and holy war in behalf | people, and I talked to the reporters for 
of the Uitlanders; but hon. Members| half an hour, because they only could 


who have listened to the speech of the 
right hon, the Colonial Secretary, which 


brushed aside all that, and said that the | same time. 


| 


hear me. Half a dozen meetings were 
being carried on in the hall at the 
Why, there is no freedom 


franchise had nothing to do with this| of speech here at present ; you cannot 


war. The Colonial Secretary is right, 
the franchise has nothing to do with the 
war. You cannot object to the franchise 
in the Free State. The problem involved 
is much more serious than the franchise, 
and the hon. Gentleman, like 


| 


| 


many | 


others, is utterly ignorant of all the funda- | 
had, as in the Transvaal, treason written 


mental facts underlving this question. 


Does the hon. Gentleman know that if a 


Boer from the Orange Free State or the | 
Transvaal came to this country he would 

require to remain five years the same asa | 
Frenchman or a German, then petition | 
the Home Secretary, who might or might | 
not give him naturalisation? The Boer | 
position in this country entirely | 
different from that of the Irishman. Why 

does the able and learned Gentleman | 
eome before the House of Commons to 

offer us an argument of that kind ? There 

is equal freedom of speech in the Trans- 

vaal, as we have here. The same law 

obtains in Johannesburg as in London. 

The British can meet anywhere in a public 

hall, or a private assembly, but not in the | 
streets. In London you cannot have a 

meeting in the streets unless you get the 

consent of the authorities. 


is 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 


RUSSELL, Tyrone, 5.) dissented. 


*Dr. CLARK : Does my hon. friend say | 
I am wrong? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL was understood 
to say that the limitation of public, 
meeting in London only applied to, 
Trafalgar Square. | 


*Dr. CLARK: My hon. friend is wrong 
there. There are regulations. What took | 
place in Manchester? What was Mr. | 
Brocklebank sent to prison for? 


_are dealing. 


get a hearing. 


There is no freedom of 
speech scarcely in this House, as I knew 
to my cost last session. The last time I 
spoke an hon. Baronet told me that my 
speech was paid for. As to freedom of the 
press, there is no country in the world, 
not even excepting France, where you 


daily in all the papers. I support 
the Amendment because I think it is the 
wisest and best solution of the Boer 
problem. This Boer problem is a serious 
one for the British Empire. It may be 
solved on lines that will strengthen and 
consolidate the Empire, or on lines that 
will weaken it, and the settlement will test 
the ability and wisdom not only of our 
statesmen but also of our people. I will 
tell you what the Boer problem is. You 
have not got a dying race in South Africa, 
but a very virile race. When in 1814 
we got possession of South Africa by 
purchase, we found 30,000 unwilling 
Dutch subjects, who objected to our 
buying them without their consent. 
These 30,000 have grown until they are 
500,000. They are the most virile race in 
the world. They attain maturity, legal 
and physical, at sixteen ; they marry early, 
and no race on the globe has developed 
so quickly. Again, in other countries 


the aboriginal blacks have disappeared 


before the white man; but in South 
Africa the Kaffir race has increased in 


almost as great a ratio as the Boers. This 


is therefore a virile people with whom you 
They are now in a majority 
in the two Republics, and in one of the 
colonies. In Natal only have you men 
of British race in the majority. If you 
refuse the solution suggested by the 
Amendment, I take it that the only 
other solution is that you are going to 
destroy the independence of these two 


You | Republics—to destroy for the first time 


lay down here rules for public meet-| in a hundred years two Christian States. 
ings in the streets; the Boers do the} Well, I shall drop Christianity, as we are 


Dr. Clark. 
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told there is a good deal of cant in that 
phrase—but two civilised States. Poland 
was destroyed, but the descendants of 
those responsible for its destruction 
rither feel inclined to wish that their fore- 
fathers had not done so. Is it likely that 
men of British birth will ever outnumber 
the Boers in South Africa, and so from 
that standpoint solve the problem? We 


have a certain number of men who every | 


year leave this to go to foreign countries. 
We have three great continents competing 
with each other for our surplus popula- 
tion, the first and most important section 
of which has only got its manual labour 
to dispose of. America wants them, 
Australia wants them, but does South 
Africa want them? I must put a 
qualification on America wanting them, 
because black labour obtains in the 
Southern States. Now, all manual 
labour in South Africa is done by black 
men. The standard of comfort is such 
that no white men will go to South 
Africa to engage in manual labour, 
although of course you have there skilled 
artisans like blacksmiths, joiners, etc., who 
get 20s. to 30s. aday as wages. Next to the 
gold fields the most important industry 
in South Africa is agriculture, in which 
there are very few British born people 
engaged; but 95 per cent. of those 
engaged in that industry in the Cape 
andin the two Republics are Afrikanders. 
Both as regards agriculture and manual 
labour Australia and America offer 
greater advantages than South Africa. 
We have, of course, got the diamond 
mines and gold fields there, but will the 
development of these enterprises draw 
more men to South Africa? The oldest 
industry is the diamond industry, and 
twenty years ago the population there 
was twice as great as it is now. Kim- 
herley was then a thriving town with | 
200 companies, and [ do not know how 
many private claims. Now you have but 
one company and a few white men to. 
overlook the natives, who are kept in the 
compounds, where they have to buy 
everything they want of the company, 
and where the only things they can do 
are to drink and gamble. What is taking | 
place in Johannesburg? Nine-tenths of 
the mines are in the hands of four firms— | 
Rhodes and Co., Wernher, Beit, and Co., | 
J.B. Robinson, and Barnato Brothers—and | 
within six months of the settlement of | 
the present dispute you will probably 
have them all consolidated into one, and | 


( 
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| things will go on at Johannesburg as they 
have done at Kimberley. There is con- 
sequently no evidence that a sufficient 
number of men of British — birth 
will be drawn to South Africa to. 
swamp the Boer population, and thus 
pave the way for a_ practical and 
permanent solution of the existing 
difficult problem by getting rid of the 
two Republics and establishing one great 
British colony, either federated or in its 
present form. Hon. Members opposite 
seem to think that when we have thrashed 
the Boers we shall be able to change them 
from free citizens into loyal subjects. 
People who say that do not know the 
history of South Africa; they know 
nothing about the people. They are not 
of the Celtic race: they are the most 


stubborn people on the face of God’s 
earth. Their forefathers fought as great 


an Empire as the British, with odds 
against them just as great. They were 
defeated again and again, as I believe you 
will be able to defeat them. This is our 
fourth Boer war. It will not be the last 
if you settle it on the basis of converting 
these free citizens into unwilling subjects. 
What reasons are we to give for the 
course we are taking ? There has already 
been a great deal of misrepresentation, but 
we must, as the Colonial Secretary recog- 
nises, give some reason for destroying 
these two sovereign independent States. 
I call them sovereign independent States 
deliberately: Isay there is no difference 
in international law between them and 
the free States of North and South 
America. The Orange Free State 
attended the Hague Conference in the 
same way as the American Republic, as 
Belgium, and as Russia. Is not Russia 


a sovereign free State ? Yet you extorted 


from her the right of having her own ships 
in her own waters. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
No. 


*Dr. CLARK: The Black Sea belongs 


i to Russia. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 


countries own the Black Sea. 


Several 


*Dr. CLARK : I am speaking generally. 
Russia owns a large portion of it, and 
you took away from her the right to have 
The 
sole right you have in South Africa is 
Seventh Day. 
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the right of veto which they conceded to | 
you, and they no more lost their status | 


as sovereign independent States by con- 
ceding that to you than we have lost our 
status by giving special preference for trade 
or any purpose whatever to any other 
State. Why are we going to destroy 
these two nations? The Colonial Seere- 
tary casts doubt on their right to claim 
to be sovereign independent States. We 
occupied South Africa, and we did it in 
order to prevent the French doing so. 
In 1814 we bought from the Dutch a 
portion of their possessions. The people 
objected, and in twenty years the great 
bulk of them left our territory. An 
attempt was made to stop the Great Trek, 
hut the Attorney General of the day 
declared that the people had an absolute 
wight to go from british dominions, and to 
form a State for themselves, so long as 
they went beyond our territory. They 
did so, and they started their Republic. 
We have had four wars with them. In 
one we captured Natal, and we have kept 
it. In our second war we captured the 
Orange Free State, and after holding: it 
for six years we almost forced the people 
there to become a sovereign independent 
State. That was done by the British Govy- 
ernment. We also recognised the South 
African Republics, and I say that their 
status in international law is exactly the 
same as the status of the North and 
South American Republics. What is the 
of your interference with them 
now? Why should you crush a 
native free State? Your interference 
in the Transvaal is based upon the 
two Conventions, and it is doubtful if one 
of those is now in existence. If you havea 
suzerainty, you cannot replace it by a 
sovereignty. It may he argued that the 
4th Article of the Convention of 1884 
does create a kind of suzerainty, but I 
cannot admit that that is a fair interpre- 
tation. But did the Boers ever consent to 
the 1881 Convention! The right hon. 
Gentleman says we can no longer permit 
them to remain an independent State he- 
cause by their bad faith they have made 
it impossible for us to live with them in 
South Africa. The first act of bad faith 
was in 1881, when the Boers tried to 
break away from the Convention. Bui 
what really happened then was that a pre- 
liminary peace having been established, a 
Convention was drafted by three High 
Commissioners, who with some difficulty 
obtained the signature of the Boer 


Dr, Clark. 


hasis 
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triumvirate ; but the Convention was to 
be ratified within three months by the 
Volksraad. The Volksraad refused to 
ratify it, and instructed agents to com- 
mence negotiations de novo. They com- 
plained that Great Britain took greater 
powers under the suzerainty than under 
sovereignty, and they refused to ratify 
the Convention. Yet we are told the 
Boers are guilty of bad faith. They never 
acknowledged your right in the first in- 
stance, but it was said by Lord Kimberley, 
“Oh, give the thing a trial,” and they gave 
it a provisional trial. Then in 1884 they 
met Lord Derby, and in order to get rid 
of the suzerainty and all control by Great 
Britain they gave up the whole of the 
western border, and now we are told-— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 

appears to relate more to the Amend- 
ment already disposed of. The hon. 
Member is going into the whole history 
of the Transvaal. The question before 
the House now is whether the war should 
go on or not. 


*Dr. CLARK: Perhaps I have gone 
rather too much into detail. I was 
trying to rebut the argument of the 
Colonial Secretary. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A different question 
was then before the House. 


*Dr. CLARK: The question we are 
discussing now is whether we will end the 
war on the basis of independence of the 
two Republics, and I take it that this 
subject underlies the whole discussion. 
If we recognise the independence of 
these States, war will at once cease. The 
Colonial Secretary has said we cannot do 
that, but must take steps to prevent in 
South Africa what will militate against 
the predominance of Great Britain. So 
long as you have those two States you 
cannot have predominance, and that is 
the problem which the present war. is 
trying to solve, and which I do not think 
it will determine. I am trying to rebut 
that argument of the Colonial Secretary, 
and show that there has been no bad 
faith on the part of the Boers. The right 

‘hon, Gentleman gave three reasons for 
'this war— bad faith on the part of the 
Boers immediately after signing the Con- 
) vention———- 

| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
‘hon. Member will be out of order in dis- 
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cussing any negotiations which took place 
before the war. 


*Dr. CLARK : Very well, Sir; I think 
there is no proof that any convention or 
treaty has ever been broken by either of 
those States, and one great reason why 
we should end this war is because of the 
bad faith, not of the Boers, but of the 
British, The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House said at any 
rate the Orange Free State had no 
complaint against Great Britain. He 
evidently has not read the controversy 
in the Nineteenth Century, or he would 
know that the Orange Free State had 
good cause for complaint. There was 


the stealing of the diamond fields 
from the Free State, and the pay- 


ment of £90,000 which was given to 
the Free State for them, Had he read 
that discussion he would have been 
able to see why the Free State was fight- 
ing. The Boer States have carried out 
faithfully their obligations, and the blame 
of broken treaties lies, not with them, 
but with the British. This is the fourth 
war we have had in order to arrive at a 
permanent settlement. In my belief the 
only way in which we shall obtain a per- 
manent settlement will be a policy on the 
lines of this Amendment. You have tried 
the Colonial Secretary’s policy in Ireland 
for 700 years, and to-day you have had a 
lesson from which you may learn if you 
will. If you continue this war with the idea 
of crushing absolutely these little States | 
believe you will fail. At the same time, 
Ido press this House and the country to 
carry this Amendment, and put an end 
to the war on lines honourable alike to 
the Boers and British, and so secure that 
friendly feeling between these races so 
necessary for the peace and prosperity of 
South Africa. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: As we left the 
House last night in consequence of a 
resolution of our party declining to take 
any side between the British parties 
upon an Amendment with which we had 
no sympathy, the hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for West Belfast cried out after 
us in derision, “ There go the Clan- 
na-Gael!” That expression, intended as 
an insult,. we take as a compliment. It 
sums up the position taken by the Irish 
party in regard to the past 4 Paro No 
one, I think, Sir, is entitled to complain 
that in discussing a question of this kind 
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the condition and prospects of Ireland 
should first engage our thoughts. For 
myself I dislike very much entering into 
any debate that is not concerned with 
Ireland. I have no Imperial soul. 
As I was born, so I will remain a 
parish politician. I am concerned first of 
all with my own country, its privations 
and misfortunes and struggles; conse- 
quently no one can complain that in deal- 
ing with the Transvaal we see in the vast 
distance the figure and the form of Irish 
nationality. Now, Sir, as to this Amend- 
ment, I confess that the note which 
has struck me in the course of the 
late debate as the most remarkable, in 
exposure of the British mind, was the 
phrase which dropped from the First 
Lord, in, I think, his opening address, 
when he said that the conduct of the Free 
State was “idiotic.” I think one will 
acquire from it some illumination of the 
English mind, and the English point of 
view as to this war when such a man 
could employ such an_ extraordinary 
ejaculation. Do Englishmen think that 
ties of brotherhood, kinship, language, 
and race are idiotic? Why, then, is it 
strange to see one Afrikander, one Dutch- 
man holding out the hand of comrade- 
ship and the rifle of salvation to another. 
Yet the First Lord of the Treasury coutd 
find no other definition of a character 
like that than that of an idiot, and he 
lays down the principle that these Free 
Staters must be afflicted with imbecility, 
and be actuated by the ties and impulses of 
blood and kinship, although, indeed, they 
were also bound by treaty with the Trans- 
vaal, and are impliedly called “ idiots ” 
for not breaking it. Yet the right 
hon. Gentleman in the same breath 
and at the same moment hails with 
acclaim, and with wondering surprise and 
admiration, the fact that when the British 
drum-beat sounded, your own distant 
cclonies have come to your assistance. 
And this is British statesmanship. It is 
deemed idiotic that the Free State should 
go to the assistance of its brother across 
the border; whereas it is the highest 
patriotism, the noblest deed of loyalty 
and devotion for distant New Zealand 
and Australia to rush into the breach to 
the aid of the British in South Africa. 
Sir, if you wish to get into the interior 
tabernacle of the British mind you must 
take that sad illustration I have just given 
you from the speech of the First Lord of 


the Treasury as the key to its recesses. 


Seventh Day. 
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We are here to-day to consider on 
this Amendment what policy you 
will adopt during the war, and what 
policy you should adopt when the war is 
over; but we know in advance that our 
voices and our expressions will fall on 
deaf ears, and yet is there no lesson for 


the Tory party to learn in this fact that | 


whether the inception of this war dates 
from Majuba or from October last, it is 
brought about by the Liberal Unionists ? 
Do you hear no warning voice in this, 
that if you pursue towards the Transvaal 
and the Free State a policy founded on 
the doctrines of Liberal Unionism, it will 
land you in the same mess as it has 
landed you in Ireland? I think, Sir, 


that the Irish may well say that. 
the defeat of the Home Rule) 
Bill was avenged at Spion Kop. 


The Tory party proper have had nothing | 


whatever to do with this war, and they 
will have nothing to do with this settle- 
ment. You ancient gentlemen of Eng- 
land will be excluded, and all the clauses 
and articles of the arrangement will be 


signed, sealed, and delivered between the | 


Unionists at the Colonial Office and the 


Unionists at the Cape — Chamberlain, | 


Milner and Co. This war has been made, 
and the settlement is to be made, by the 
right hon. Gentleman who declared yes- 


terday, in answer to an interruption, and | 
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} side the breastworks. I think we have 
| had a very considerable revenge for 1886, 
_And it is a remarkable fact that now, in 
| 1900, we hear exactly the same platitudes 
| about Africa which we then heard about 
| Ireland: “Twenty years of firm and reso- 
|lute government” and “an unlimited 
secret service,” and that by the joint 
effect of these two operative causes, in a 
| brief time’the two opposing races will be- 
/ come mingled in a common blend, and will 
| stand shoulder to shoulder in defence of 
the Empire. How utterly history con- 
tradicts this, not merely our version of 
history, but the Tory version of history 
as we understand it in Ireland! Spion 
Kop was only yesterday, but who gets up 
celebrations in Ireland of the Battle of the 
Boyne? Who is it that sports sashes, at 
the annual “closing of the gates” of 
Derry? Yet you think the Boers will 
be more likely to forget their triumphs 
than your own “garrison” in Ireland. 
|We are dealing with a race who, 
/at the present time, have only two 
feast days in their calendar—Dingaan’s 
Day and Majuba Day. You have now 
| given them Buller’s Day, Methuen’s Day, 
Gatacre’s Day, Yule’s Day, Warren’s Day, 
and Symons’ Day. [Cries of ‘Shame !”| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Cries 
of “Shame” are out of order. 


when twitted by the right hon. Gentle- | 


man the Member for East Fife with the | 


suggestion how much he would enjoy the 
task, if he could, of editing his speeches ; 
and he declared that he would not alter 
one word of them. That is to say, 
of course, not one word since 1894. 
There are three members of the Liberal 
Unionist party in the Cabinet to-day ; 
there were three in the Cabinet of Majuba. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary was himself leader of the 


Majuban host ; the Duke of Devonshire | 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: There is no man 
'in the House who has a greater respect 
than [ have for the memory of General 
\Symons. One of the noblest and most 
| touching incidents of the war is the corre- 
spondence which passed between General 
/Symons in his dying moments and the 
| Boer commander. It was an_ episode 
| worthy of both sides, and the only touch 
‘of unworthiness in it was the action of 
the English in turning their backs on their 
dying general. 


was, I will not say his aide-de-camp, but | 


at all events he was his disciple. The 
noble Duke once excused himself for some 
inconsistency by explaining that his 
“financial conscience ” was in Mr. Glad- 
stone’s keeping, but who kept his warlike 
conscience in 1881? Lord James and 
another distinguished member of the 
Unionist party were answerable for the 
Treaty of Majuba. They are all to- 
day the presiding geniuses of this 
war, and will preside when the t: rms 
of settlement come to be made in 
the Transvaal, the Tory party lying out- 
Mr.T M. Healy. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Why do you not ery “Shame ” now ! 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY : I was saying that, 
dealing with people with these stubborn 
memories, we have now given them a 
long list of further celebrations, and do 
you think, from your point of view, 
whose chief glory in Ireland is to celebrate 
tie Battle of the Boyne, and Derry, and 
| Aughrim, that these tenacious Dutch- 
{men will not keep up all these days, 
| especially if they add to them White's 
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Day or perhaps a day of Kitchener ? 
How can you, in approaching this ques- 
tion of a settlement from any reasonable 
point of view, suppose that you can 
extirpate from the Dutch heart that 
which you are unable to expel from your 
own? The most eloquent speeches that 
were made against us six or ten years ago 
were those of the Colonial Secretary when 


he asked, “ Are you going to desert the | 
loyal minority whom you settled in that | 


country, who fought with such vehemence 
at the Battle of the Boyne, Aughrim, and 
Derry?” These were the speeches that 
were made at that time, when we were 
reminded of your “Dutch Deliverer,” 
and to-day, I say, we have 
revenge. It would not be human in 
us if we did not regard as_ the 
worst heritage of Tory policy, and as 
the greatest infliction on a party which 
at all events boasted of a love for 
liberty and truth, that they should have 


got. themselves into this impasse, 
into this mess, into this disgrace, 
by the action, statesmanship, and 


policy of the persecutors of Ireland. 
A compliment was paid, and [ think 
justly, to Lord Salisbury the other day 
hy a distinguished speaker on his own 
side, and [ do trust that when the terms 
of settlement come to be arranged with 
the Dutch people—if you ever get to that 
stage (I am not a_ prophet)—personal 
feeling, the suggestion of 
revenge, the crafts of “crooked states- 
manship” will be laid aside, and that 
some man who is not always boasting of 
Imperialism with his lips, but who has 
itin the recesses of his breast, will for 
the sake of your own domestic peace ar- 
range the terms and clauses of the treaty. 
But is your ultimate triumph so certain ? 
It seems to be in the minds of some 
Englishmen that the Almighty has given 
them a lease for ever of the universe, and 
they treat any reverse which arises as ; 
sort of breach of the covenant for quiet 
enjoyment. For all through this debate, 
and all through your ‘newspaper press, 
when you are arranging where the Boers 
will make their last stand—it is dotted 
out on the map—how long the siege of 
Pretoria will take, and whether the divi- 
dends of the Goldfields Deferred will be 
15 or 45 after the war, you seem to leave 
the Almighty out of the process; He 
does not enter into your calculations. 
I admit that at this 


while one great Protestant nation is 
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individual | 


' subseribed £300 for the Boers. 


very moment, . 
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slaughtering another great Protestant 
nation, you are sending out missionaries 
to the heathen in Africa to teach them 
how these Christians love oneanother. This, 
no doubt, must greatly edify the blacks. 
Is there no warning for you from his- 
tory? Is there no warning for you from 
Ireland? Do yeur colonies give you no 
warning ? You boast of the bonds between 
the colonies and yourselves, and we 
heard the First Lord of the Treasury 
|re-echoing the Colonial Secretary 
and rejoicing at the support of the 
colonies, your great self-ruling com- 
munities, and at how they had rallied 
to your trumpet call. All these things 
have no warning for you, for actually in 
the name of freedom and self government 
you declare that you will wipe out in blood 
the independence of these two peoples. 
If we are to believe the doctrine of 
Napoleon that Providence is always on 
the side of the best artillery, you will suc- 


‘ceed, But I do not think that God is 
going to be always English. Greater 
empires than yours have _ passed 
away and perished. And as to the 


threat that by our attitude on this 
war we have woven the winding- 
sheet of Home Rule, I answer, “ My 
brothers, we can. wait.” We are not 
tired ; we will carry on the cause. A 
successful issue may not be achieved in 
our time ; it may not be in our children’s 
time ; but the same tenacity that the 
Irish race have shown through all these 
centuries will continue. Never will you 
make Ireland a British hinterland. Even 
from your benches to-day two voices are 
heard. One voice says, “ In sympathising 
and actively showing your sympathy with 
these people and your determination that 
peace shall be concluded with them on an 
honourable basis, you are forfeiting the 
sympathies of England and destroying 
the chances of Home Rule.” That is one 
argument. The other argument we have 
heard to-day, that we do net represent 
Ireland at all —that whereas the 
brewers and distillers of Ireland have 
sent outa hospital train and subscribed 
£10,000, the poor and lowly have only 
If you 
bring everything to the test of £s. d. we 
are nowhere at all. I grant you that. I 
heard a poor man, whose son is at the 
front, the other day give expression to 
this sentiment : “My son,” said he, “is 
fighting for the English in Africa, but [ 
would rather hear of his death than of an 


Seventh Day. 
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English victory.” That is unaccountable 
to you; we are unaccountable to you, 
and you are prepared and determined—I 
know it—you make no secret of it—that 
so long as you can rule over us with the 


arm of oppression so long will you do so | 
\ The Colonial | 
Secretary the other day was taunted with | 


without ruth or regret. 


the fact that he could have made a settle- 
ment with the Boers if he would consent 
to submit the matter to arbitration. He 


was taunted with the fact that at the, 
could have | 
made a settlement if he would give a, 
guarantee that he would make no further | 
But he would not, because, | 
he said, “‘ we could not break our word.” | 


Biomfontein Conference he 


intervention. 


Seeing that you have broken other Con- 
ventions again and again, was not this 
squeamishness excessive 1 


time? You made treaties with us. I 
will not allude to the Treaty of Limerick, 
because that was a treaty between armies 


in the field, which you would not suffer | 
your Dutch Deliverer to keep. You made | 


a treaty of Union; you did not keep it. 
This House made a solemn treaty with 
Ireland, of which I will read one sentence, 


in the English Act of Renunciation in | 


1783 


“ Be it enacted that the said right claimed by 
the people of Ireland to be bound only by laws 





enacted by His Majesty in the Parliament of | 
Ireland in all cases whatever and to have all | 
actions and suits at law and equity which may | 


be instituted in that Kingdom decided in His 
Majesty’s Courts of Law without appeal from 
thence shall be and is hereby declared to be 
established and ascertained for ever, and shall 
at no time hereafter be questioned.” 


Seventeen years later you bribed 
your way to the Act of Union. 
You broke three treaties with us in two 
centuries, and you could easily have 
broken another with the Boers. No 


nation can ever depend or will ever | 


depend on the honour of England. In 


saying that, perhaps I should add this | 
qualification—so long as statesmanship | 


of the type which now reigns at the 


Colonial Office, the statesmanship of the | 
Stock Exchange, prevails in the mind | 


and spirit of your countrymen. In this 


matter may I say one word in vindica- | 


tion—I have no right or claim to do so— 
of the statesmanship of Mr. Gladstone. 
It was directed alike and almost at the 
same time to this trouble across the 
channel and across the seas. Those who 
talk about Majuba Hill and taunt him 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


Why should | 
you not break your word for the fifteenth | 
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with having been the author of that 
settlement, and who now declare that in 
the next peace treaty there is to be no hint 
of Majuba, little reflect upon the position 
of Africa and of England in February, 
1881. You had at that time there six 
or seven regiments, scarcely a good regi- 
ment among them, composed, some of 
them, of raw recruits from Whitechapel, 
men who would not stand fire. I am not 
throwing discredit upon the bravery of 
the British Army taken as a whole, be- 
cause that surely is beyond question. | 
am dealing with the material that that 
statesman had at the moment, without 
railways in that country, far from trans- 
port, oppressed at that time, 1880-81, 
with troubles piled up for him in Bul- 
garia and Armenia by the statesmanship 
of Lord Beaconsfield. I say that instead 
of being taunted as his memory has been, 
if Mr. Gladstone had never had to his 
name anything except the treaty he made 
with the Boers after Majuba, his action 
and his fame would serve to defend 
British honour, and to enlarge the British 
name for magnanimity when your broken 
treaties and your treacheries might well 
make you hide your heads. We are told 
that you have gone to war to get the 
franchise from the Boers. You have 
gone to war for the franchise, and 
yet the first act of the Tory Lord 
Lieutenant, on taking office in Ireland, was 
to move the House of Lords to reject the 
Irish Municipal Franchise Bill. . We are 
told that the Uitlanders were overtaxed, 
and that you were entitled to go to war 
on the question of taxation. But the 
Uitlanders had no treaty with the Boers. 
We had a Treaty of Union with you. 
You made it part of the Treaty of Union 
that Ireland was to be entitled to exemp- 
tions and abatements. But now we are 
to be crushed with war taxes, in order 
that more German Jews may have houses 
in Park Lane. Why should we not be 
against this war? Why should we not 
be in favour of an immediate peace ! 
'Some English interests may benefit by 
this war. Your ships, your foodstuffs, 
your armaments—I can well understand 
Birmingham and Sheftield being in favour 
of the war. I can well understand those 
who run cordite manufactories refusing to 
, re-echo the cry, ‘‘ Blessed are the meek,” 
and refusing to join in that other 
blessing in favour of the peacemakers. 
But what is the position of Ireland, 
our wretched country —for you have 
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made it wretched ; you have destroyed | Most English papers copied that from 
our manufactures, and you are emigrating | the Morning Post. It had put the 
our people — what is our position Morning Post to some expense to 
to-day ? The more our population sinks | telegraph that message, and even to tele- 
the higher our taxes rise. English taxes | graph the word “ Irish,” I suppose, must 
have gone down per head on a declining | have cost them half-a-sovereign. But the 
scale since the Union ; Irish taxes have papers which copied that message nearly 
risen in the other proportion. What | all omitted the word “Irish.” It was a 
have we to gain by this war? You do British economy of type-setting. If it be 
not buy in Ireland if you can help it; you | true, as the hon. Member for West Bel- 
do not expend the price of a percussion | fast said when we were asking why Irish 
cap. I heard a story the other day about militia regiments were withdrawn from 
your war supplies which is worth telling | Ireland—the hon. Gentleman, with his 
at a time when you are importing foreign soul full of 1688, and charged with 
meat, foreign wheat, and foreign emperors | memories of the Boyne, said, “ Because 
to sustain you. For ten years you they were rebels.” 

were paying the Dublin Tramway Com- 

pany, under some system of war arrange- Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
ment which I do not profess to under- S.): He never said that. 

stand, £600 a year for the option of 

taking their horses—a pretty good bargain *Mr. T. M. HEALY: That is his 
for the tramway company. You wanted correction. I should have said South 
horses, as I understand, six-year-olds, | Belfast, not West. The hon. Gentleman 
that is, fairly good working horses, and | is most anxious that I should assoc ate 
your price was £65 per horse. The the name of South Belfast with that 
Dublin trams have just been electrised, affair. 

and the 4,000 or 5,000 horses they had | 

were suddenly thrown out of work. The) Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I wish 
Dublin Tramway Company, as they had | to do justice to my colleague. 

been getting £600 a year for nothing | 

from the British, wrote over to say, *Mr. T. M. HEALY: These are the 
“You are giving £65 to London bus- | people you want to put over the Dutch in 
drivers for horses; we will give you the South Africa. You want a settlement. 
pick of our horses for £30 apiece.” The You want the two races to mingle hand 
War Office wrote over to say they | in hand waving the Union Jack and sing- 
were not having any such horses, although | ing “ Rule Britannia,” and you would put 
London tram managers are complaining | in ascendency over the Dutch such men as 
that their stables are denuded by the war. have made their ascendency in Ireland 
The only thing Irish the Government want hateful, and who call your own Irish 
are Irish fools. We have heard a good soldiers “rebels.’”” What wonder, then, 
deal of praise of the Irishmen at the front. if there is disaffection! I understand the 
I read a message the other day from | principles of Pirate Smith who hoisted his 
Mr. Winston Churchill, the honoured | black flag at Bristol and made war with 
son of an honoured father, who in all and sundry for the sake of booty. He 
this House never showed us anything had not a Bible on board. He swore by 
but kindness. I read his description of | the Jolly Roger and not by the Ten Com- 
an Irish regiment at Spion Kop— /mandments. You want to syndicate 

Christianity, and take the Twelve Apostles 

“The Irish a — Bs eooeeg A cn into your limited liability company. Then 
qupying eos fre from Cretant and Maxin you hold up your hands like the pharise 
slight—about a dozen up to noon. The de. and invite other nations to rejoice that 
meanour of the truops under this fire—which the English possess such virtues. The 
they have now borne passively for three days | [rish people are a feeble folk, and the 
aa most admirable. The quality of | only advantage which the Irish have is 
1¢ private soldiers is wonderful. During the 
morning I visited the Irish intantry, remain. that we are able to contemplate your 
ing half an hour, in which time eleven shells , virtues at close quarters. But the Dutch, 
discharged from a Maxim shell gun exploded you see, are 7,000 miles away. There- 
ina place where the sheltering suldiers were fore misunderstandings may crop up 
smoking and playing cards or sleeping, utterly , 7 4 
unmoved. They are still the finest infantry between you and the Dutch. They 
in the world—cheery, dignified, magmficent.” have not the advantage which the 


212 Seventh Day. 











867 Address in Answer to 
Irish have in this House of  see- 
ing the British constantly, of reading 
your newspapers, and chanting Rudyard 
Kipling. But I am told that Rudyard 
Kipling is an author whom it is extremely 
difficult to translate into Dutch. There- 
fore, [ am _ inclined to doubt the 
theory that in the furnace of this war 
the Afrikander and the Briton will be 
fused by the bloody flux of battle. 
No, we are here to-day to testify in 
the name and for the cause of race 
nationality. As I have already said, 
you may win. All your calculations are 
based upon that. If you win you will 
think that the results have justified your 
efforts. You will not think of the states- 
manship of Gladstone, who held that there 
were bounds beyond which empire should 
not go, that there were limits even to 
British strength, and that by excessive 
effort, the extensor and contractor 
muscles of even the British right arm 
might tire. You disdain Gladstonian 
Councils, and you will go on and on 
and on in so far as time and circum- 
stances permit you, and as long as you 
are successful you chant hosannas to the 
glories of your jingo statesmen. _ Is this 
wisdom? By what means do you hope 
to keep the Empire you have got? By 
what means do you hope to conciliate the 
races which you govern? Do you think 
the excuses on which you annex territory 
satisfv anyone but yourselves ? | remember 
in 1879, when you were thinking of 
annexing Burma. The Tory Government 
was about to go out, but nobody knew 
that in India, where Reuter’s telegrams 
are the great adjunct of civilisation, as 
anybody who turns up the history of 
that time will see. There came over 
sudddenly one day a telegram from 
Rangoon, “King Thebaw is drink- 
ing.” I do not think the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Carlisle was 
much disturbed at that. I had never 
heard of King Thebaw myself, and I wasa 
little more surprised when I read the 
next day, ‘‘The king is drinking still.” A 
week elapsed, and then came a telegram, 
* King Thebaw has murdered his mother- 
in-law and three maiden aunts.” Nothing 
more was heard for two days, and then 
there arrived another telegram, “ Thebaw 
is drinking still.” Shortly after this there 
were troops on the frontier. This was 
something like the Uitlanders’ grievance. 
But before righteousness could invade 
Burma the Beaconsfield Ministry fell, 


Mr. T. M. Hevly. 


‘COM 
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five years 


MONS} 


and another 
which Thebaw and his misfortunes, 
his want of temperance and _ the 
loss of his maiden aunts were entirely 
ignored by the British public. In 
June, 1885, a most appropriate circum- 
stance occurred, for we put out the Glad- 
stone Government over a dispute about 
the whisky tax, and within a week Baron 
Reuter telegraphed from Burma, “ The- 
baw is drinking still,” and within a 
month or two after that you made war 
on Burma and King Thebaw was _ himself 
a Uitlander. Your pretext for taking 
Johannesburg is just the same. There, 
there is gold, and in Burma there were 
rubies, and commercial principles must 
triumph over backward native ways, 
Your policy is a policy of grab, and I do 
think it is pitiable that a nation whose 
‘qualities are great, whose courage is in- 
domitable, whose resources are endless, 
should have, at this day, the canker of 
corruption eating at her heart. The 
principles which made you great are for- 
gotten. The principles which make the 
British name a_ terror are repre- 
sented by a statue of Cromwell outside 
Westminster Hall. You put up that 
statue to the memory of the author of the 
massacre of Drogheda after “quarter” 
had been promised to its garrison, at 
the very moment when your own forces 
are besieged in Ladysmith. Where was 
your historic conscience ? We represent a 
small country and a small fraction of the 
(Jueen’s dominions, but we have memories 
and we have hopes, and here lift up the 
voice of that country in protest against 
your policy, and we declare that the men 
of Ireland will never join you in any 
composition of wrong or of injustice. 


elapsed in 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I have 
listened with much pain to the hon. 
Member for North Louth. His speeches 
are always brilliant, but I think I have 
rarely heard from him a speech charac- 
terised at once by so much bitterness 
towards this country delivered within 
the precincts of this House; by so in- 
appropriate a levity, producing roars of 
laughter from the Irish benches ; and by 
so little relevancy and regard for the 
seriousness of the subject under discus- 
sion. When I heard the peals of laughter 
provoked by his jokes following each 
other with great rapidity, it seemed to 
me as though the Irish party had set 
itself the task of discrediting this 
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House, and come here not to assist in| prospects of the very greatest difculties 
Parliamentary work, but to throwdiscredit | 


upon England and the Parliament of 
England and to give encouragement to the 
enemies of the Empire. The hon. Member 
for Waterford and the hon. Member for 
North Louth himself are never tired of 


telling us that they are a small and insig- | 


nificant minority, but I foronecannotregard 
without serious misgiving the attitude 
which they have taken up upon this 
occasion. I congratulate the Irish party 


upon their choice of a leader inthe Member | 


for Waterford, for he has, in my opinion, 
improved on the tone of the speeches 
which we so often have to deplore from 
the benches opposite. He has lifted 
the tone of debate and improved the 
style of oratory, and as we heard him 


those of us who are most anxious to do | 


all we can for Ireland did cherish the 
hope that perhaps with such a leader 


there might come some chance of 
removing those bitter feelings which 
have hitherto existed. With regard 


to the Amendment itself, it is one of the 
greatest possible importance. It declares 


that this.is the time to make peace, and | 


it declares the terms of that peace. But 
from whom does this advice come? It 


comes from those who have avowed that | 


their main purpose is hatred of England. 


Surely that throws a certain amount of | 
suspicion upon the advice itself, a certain | 


amount of improbability over the theory 
that this advice is for the good of England, 
and a certain amount of possibility that it 
may be intended to lure her to destruction. 


and even of calamities. I do, however, 
declare that this time is the most inap- 
propriate time of all to end the war. 
Where do we stand? Our country is 
invaded, we have lost 10,000 men _ killed, 
wounded, and prisoners, and have not yet 
repelled the invader. We are under the 
stress of reverses unmatched in our his- 
tory, for reverses of this kind and quality 
we have never had before. Therefore, | 
say of all moments this is not the moment 
for us to sue for peace. Much as I deplore 
this war, I do declare for myself, and I 
believe for many sitting around me, that 
rather than sue for peace, at this moment 
and under these circumstances, I 
would sell the shirt from off my 
back and give my last possession to carry 
on the war. What would the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Louth say if Ireland were in 
the same position? Suppose Ireland had 
been invaded, had lost 10,000 soldiers, 
and were in the same position as our 
South African colonies? I know he 
would be the first to protest against the 
action of any Irishman who proposed to 
make peace with the enemy at that time, 
and under those conditions, upon any 
terms whatever. The Member for Water- 
ford told us that England is isolated. It 
is true that she is isolated, but notwith- 
standing this I believethat France still enter- 
tainsfriendly feelings towards us. There is, 
however, no doubt that the Powers of 
Europe are closing ominously round us in 
various directions. No doubt there is an 


ominous movement of Russia towards the 


I am glad to know that all Irishmen do not | 


share 
are gallant Irishmen in South Africa who 
are spending their blood in defence of the 
United Kingdom. Even the Commander- 
in-Chief is an Irishman. With what 
feelings will those Irish soldiers and 
generals read the account of this debate, 
filled with jibes and jeers and laughter, 
and embodying to them this message : 
that they should cease to fight for ‘the 
cause which they are fighting. 
what feelings will they receive that 
message? Not with encouragement, I 
think. The war, as I have said again and 
again, is a most lamentable war. 


» thishatred of England, and that there | 


| Russia 
‘before long be turned against us. 


With | 


There is a revival of that 
ancient and notorious movement by 
which Germany has long sought to 
bring Holland into the German Empire. 
And there is the invariable, secular, 
necessary alliance, always existing 
though not always avowed, between 
and Germany, which may 
We 
are isolated, but is that a reason for 
making peace? By suing for peace under 
the stress of such a feeling you would only 
add to your isolation and to the hatred 
and contempt of foreign countries. If 


Indian frontier. 


| you want to provide against isolation it is 


Even if | 


it were inevitable I should have wished | 
and striven to postpone it as long as | 


possible. 


I deplore it. I never looked for- | 


at any rate only to be done by making 
good your own claim to your own terri- 
tory, by expelling the foe from the land 
on which they stand now. Then alone 


ward with confidence to the prospects it | you will be able to deal on equal terms 


opened. I expected reverses 


and | with foreign 


nations. This argument 


calamities, and I have seen in front of us| is one of the strongest against even a 


t 


Seventh Day. 
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suggestion of peace at this moment. 


is said in this resolution that peace shall | Englishman and Boer ? 
be made on the terms of maintaining | 


the independence of the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State. Ido not know 
that the independence of the Transvaal 
was threatened before the war, though 
now it is quite another matter. What 
the end of this war may bring we do not 
know, for who can tell what incidents 
may occur? President Kruger has said 
that before this war ends a price will have 
to be paid which will stagger humanity. 
Suppose then that some awful, horrible, 
unheard of event such as has never 
happened before in history should occur 4 
Suppose some terrible revenge should be 
taken? Surely that would change the 
situation. We cannot at this moment com- 
mit ourselves to any such declaration as 
that, at the end of the war, the fullest inde 
pendence will be granted. I have always 
held that there is very little to 
be gained by this war, and _ have 
always hoped that the independence of 
the Transvaal would be respected. But 
at a moment when you are entirely un- 
aware of what may happen it is abso- 
Jutely impossible to pledge yourselves 
to the future. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for North Louth has said that we 
should send out a man who will be com- 
petent to make good terms of peace, and 
I agree with that. I was much struck 
by the suggestion made by my _ hon. 
friend the Member for Plymouth that 
Lord Rosebery should be sent out for 
that purpose. I believe he would be a 
very good man, for he is under no sus- 
picion of stock jobbing, under no 
suspicion of being an object of dislike 
to the Cape Dutch or of having used 
offensive language to or concerning them, 
and he is therefore to that extent 
specially qualified for the delicate task 
of negotiating terms of peace, and even if 
he did displace Sir Alfred Milner he has 
occupied such high positions in the State 
that this would be no slight to that 
functionary. There is one other subject 
cognate to this resolution. Sir Alfred 
Milner has issued a notice declaring in- 
valid all transfers of Transvaal property 
effected by the Transvaal Government 
during the war, and I desire to know how 
far that extends. Does Sir Alfred Milner 
assume that Her Majesty’s Government 
can and should interfere with the transfer 


of property of foreign subjects, as between | 
French and German, for instance, or as | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


It | between Boer and Boer, or between 
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I can hardly 
suppose it, but to my mind this 
notice is one of the most amazing I have 
ever seen, and I should like to hear some 
explanation of it from Her Majesty’s 
Government. And are the terms of this 
notice to be made part of the terms of 
peace? I do not know whether any 
Minister on the front bench will be able 
to answer that question, but it is an im- 
portant one, and should be answered. 
As for this Amendment on which we are 
to vote to-night, it is on the face of it 
little less than an absurdity. This is not 
the time to make peace, and when the 


‘time does come you cannot now say that 


it should certainly include the independ- 
ence of the Orange Free State and the 
Transvaal. Were it not for the frank 
expression of hatred to England we have 
heard from the benches opposite, I could 
not understand the proposition being 
mooted at all, but certainly when our 
territory is in the possession of the enemy, 
that is not the moment when England 
should either declare or feel herself ready 
to treat for peace. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn said this is an 
unfortunate time to bring forward an 
Amendment of this character. He also 
‘alled the Amendment an _ absurdity. 
When does the hon. Gentleman suggest 
that it should be brought forward ? Is it 
when Pretoria has been taken, and when 
thousands of lives have heen lost on both 
sides in this conflict? This resolution 
possesses the great merit of going directly 
to the question, which is, as far as we on 
these benches, and not a few hon. Mem- 
bers above the gangway, are concerned, 
that this war is unjust and unnecessary, 
and that the sooner it is ended the better. 
The whole controversy, according to the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down, 
turns cn the independence and integrity 
of the two South African Republics ; but 
the Colonial Secretary takes quite a 
different view, and notwithstanding the 
Conventions of 1881 and 1884, declares 
that the whole controversy turns on the 
question of British supremacy in South 
Africa. Now it would have been thought 
that when the abstruse term “ suzerainty” 
was got rid of by the sanction of Parlia- 
ment, hon. Members would hear no more 
about it; but “British supremacy ” is a still 
more sinister phrase, and when the Boers 
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come to know that that is the view of the 
Colonial Secretary, I very much fear it 
will increase the intensity of the struggle 
hy forcing on them the conviction that 


their independence is aimed at and | 


that no settlement short of placing them 
under the heel of this country will 


satisfy the elements now moving the | 
The question of | 


politics of this country. 
suzerainty has been very much discussed 


during these debates, but it cannot be too | 


often insisted upon that it is the pivot on 
which the whole controversy turns. I 
read with some astonishment a speech 


made by Lord Salisbury in the House of | 


Lords. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should not refer to a speech delivered in 
the House of Lords. 


Mr. FLYNN: I shall not further refer 
to it, Sir. The question of suzerainty is 
inextricably mixed up with the justice 
or injustice of this struggle, and is 
accordingly relevant to the Amendment. 
The Convention of 1881 unquestionably 
contained in its preamble a reference to 
this question of suzerainty, but the Prime 
Minister himself has declared that Presi- 
dent Kruger was so anxious to get rid of 
the word “suzerainty” and all that it 
conveyed that he made considerable sacri- 
fices of territory for that purpose. I am 
sure the House listened with great atten- 
tion to the speech of the hon. Member for 
Caithness, which was closely packed with 
arguments and facts giving us the inner 
history of these transactions as it had not 
been previously given. He proved to the 
satisfaction of every fair-minded man 
that the Boers were dissatisfied with 
the Convention of 1881, and refused 
to ratify it in their Raad, and that 
a final settlement was based on the 
Convention of 1884. The Colonial 
Secretary in this House, on behalf of the 
Government and for the enlightenment of 
the British people, defended the abolition 
of the word “ suzerainty ” and the settle- 
ment of 1884. I would ask is this 
Government entitled, if it finds a Conven- 
tion inconvenient, or the terms of a 


treaty unsatisfactory, to tear it in pieces? | 


I was very much struck by a very forcible 
expression in the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the member for Montrose to 
his constituents. He asked— 


“Tf you are going to tear up this treaty 


and Convention, what is going to become of the 
little pieces ?” 
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|To any man not carried away by the 
dominant spirit of aggressive jingoism 
the answer to that question is one of the 
| greatest importance. Have the Boers 
violated the Convention of 1884 or not ? 
No such allegation has been made during 
these debates ; not in one valid particular 
have the Boers violated that Convention. 
Why, therefore, did the Government tear 
it to pieces ? The grievances of the Uit- 
landers might meet with sympathy, but 
you had no right to go behind the Con- 
vention of 1884. This Government, or 
any Government, had only the right to 
make strong representations to the Boer 
Government with a view to the removal 
or modification of these grievances. The 
hon. and learned Member for the St. 
Stephen’s Green Division stated in his 
speech that there was no free speech 


in the Transvaal and no _ absolute 
liberty of the press. Why, Sir, in 
'Treland within the last month three 


meetings at which members of this 
House were announced to address their 
constituents were suppressed on the un- 
supported affidavit of an unknown police- 
man before a resident magistrate, and yet 
this Government is prepared to pour out 
blood and money to establish free speech 
in Johannesburg. Where is the con- 
sistency ? We are told that trade follows 
the flag. Will it follow the flag of 
death ; and will your relations with the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State be 
improved after the bloody massacre on 
both sides? There is something con- 
nected with this war entirely outside the 
question of the Uitlanders’ grievances or 
breaches of the Convention. Politics 
in this country are in a bad way when 
they are dominated by Stock Exchange 
considerations ; and if there is one thing 
more patent than another to every patient 
reader of the Blue-books, it 1s that the 
members of the South African League, 
directed by the Stock Exchange, are the 
'men who are really responsible for this 
disastrous war. With regard to the 
Uitlanders’ grievances, we now know in 
connection with the franchise that it was 
a matter of only two years difference. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That was one of the 
matters raised by the debate which ended 
‘last night. The question now is, war 
‘being declared, what are the terms on 
which it is to be closed. 
Seventh Day. 
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Mr. FLYNN: It will not be necessary 
for me to follow that line of argument, 
because it has been sufficiently discussed 
already. I think every thoughtful man 
must come to the conclusion that the time 
has arrived when peace ought to be made. 


This Empire can gain nothing by pur- , 


suing this war to a bitter and bloody 
close. It may satisfy those who believe 
in the policy of “wiping something off 
the slate.” That is a policy which the 
Tory Poet Laureate has commended in 
doggerel verse. It is a policy which is 
applauded in the music halls and in a 
portion of the press of the country ; but 
is it not a reversal in the face of the world 
of the noble policy Mr. Gladstone inaugu- 
rated fifteen years ago! In pursuance of 
this policy you are prepared to drench the 
veldt with still more blood, and_ to 
squander millions of money ; and instead 
of pacifying the Boers, all who survive 
and their descendants will be the irre- 
concilable enemies of the British Empire 
and the British race. The hon. and 
learned Member for North Louth drew a 
very apt comparison of the unfortunate 
results of this policy in Ireland. If you 
are going to extend that policy to 
another latitude and longitude, then con- 
tinue the war. But if this Empire is to 
revert to the noble traditions which 
helped to build it up, if you are prepared 
to listen to wise councils of humanity and 
Christianity, then, even if this Amend- 
ment be not accepted, I trust the Govern- 
ment will take prompt steps to pursue < 
course similar to that now suggested. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
[ should like to contribute a few remarks 
to this debate mainly on one ground ; I 
helieve that the experience of mankind is 
that if a certain statement is repeated 
often enough the person repeating it 
eventually comes to believe it. I have 
often heard it asserted by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that they have an absolute 
monopoly of Irish nationality and of 
aspirations for the good of our common 
country. They have repeated it so often 
that they now consider it is absolutely 
true, but with this effect, that they ignore 
the loyal Irish minority. It is unfor- 
tunate that we, the loyal Irish minority, 


have not taken on ourselves on all occa- | 
sions the duty of representing to the 


{COMMONS} 
people of the United Kingdom our own 





the (Jueen’s Speech. 876 


existence and our own power as a political 


‘force, and of establishing to the satisfac- 


tion of our fellow-subjects that we are 
prepared to share in the burdens as well 
as in the glory of the Empire. I regret, 
as an Irishman first and a Unionist after- 
wards, that on this occasion it is not 
possible for us to take common ground on 
one topic in which our countrymen are 
much interested. Ireland has contributed 


‘to the Army of the United Kingdom 


27,000 men, and it would have been at 
least a graceful thing on the part of hon, 
Members opposite if they had joined in 
paying a tribute to the courage and valour 
of these soldiers. As regards the Unionists 
in Ireland, the matter is one of which 
we are all proud. I have an intimate 
knowledge of my own constituency, 
and it is no exaggeration to say that the 
name of Sir George White is revered 
there as if he were the hero of the hour. 
There is one matter, however, in which | 
am in accord with the hon. Member who 
has just sat down, and also with the hon. 
and learned Member for North Louth. 
The hon. and learned Member said that 
Ireland was now having her revenge for 
the rejection of Home Rule. I do not 
care for these maxims and suggestions of 
revenge. The only way in which a 
country can be prosperous is if the dead 
past is allowed to bury its dead. — But 
putting questions of revenge out of the 
way, I agree there is a very important 
lesson to be learned from the policy of 
this country as regards the Transvaal in 
1884. When the Transvaal was given its 
own Parliament and its own independent 
legislature, it was stated it was sufficient 
to satisfy all the aspirations of the people 
and to make them firm and loyal friends 
of England in South Africa. That was 
the policy which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
suggested would have the same effect if 
set upin Ireland. The policy, fortunately, 
was rejected in the case of Ireland, but it 
was carried out in South Africa. Can 
we now point with any satisfaction to the 
results of that policy? Has England 
received that loyal support from the 
Dutch majority, from Mr. Schreiner, Mr. 
Hofmeyr, and other members of the 
Cape Parliament ? I would thank 
the hon. and learned Member for 
North Louth for one of the declarations 
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he has made. He declared the unalter- 
able determination of his party to insist 


on Home Rule, notwithstanding the fact | 
that time after time when they have made | 


proposals in this House their votes have 
left them in a minority. That is a de- 
claration of war which every Unionist 
will lay to heart. I am glad the hon. 


and learned Gentleman has given it to us, | 


because we shall know how to meet it. 


With reference to the speech of 
the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford, I should like to express 


my sense of the dignified position he 
took up, but I should also like to add 
that the tone he adopted, although so 
worthy and befitting, is entirely different 
from the language and sentiments he 
indulges in across the Channel. I venture 
to say that he has never claimed on an 


lrish platform the right to tender advice | 


to the House of Commons as to what its 
conduct should be in the present position, 
although of course he has a perfect right 
to do it. 
that he was only treading in the foot- 
steps of Chatham, Burke, and Grattan. I 
should like to be satisfied that his senti- 
ments towards this country are similar to 
those of Chatham, Burke, and Grattan. I 
find in a newspaper of which the hon. 
and learned Member is a director a refer- 
ence to the rumoured fall of Ladysmith, 
a portion of which has been already read 
in the House by the hon. and learned 
Member tor St. Stephen’s Green. The 
remainder of the extract is as follows— 


“For if it is indeed the case that this im- 
portant strategic point has come into the 
hands of the brave Boers it marks the begin- 
ning of the end, not alone of British prestige, 
but of the whole robber system that has for 
so long plundered and dominated so large a 
portion of the habitable globe. Therefore it 
is that we join heartily in the universal prayer 
of the Irish race to-day.” 


These are the gentlemen who are now 
offering us friendly advice, and who 
claim to be the humble followers of 
Chatham, Burke and Grattan. Does the 
hon. and learned Member agree with the 
sentiments of Grattan? Speaking on the 
27th of May, 1782, Grattan said— 
“Common interest, a perpetual connection, 
the recent conduct of Great Britain, a native 


atfection to the British name and nation, to- 
gether with the constitution we have re- 


covered and the high reputation we possess, 
must ever decide the wishes as well as the 
interest of Ireland to perpetuate the harmony, | 
stability, and glory of the Empire.” 


{7 FEBRUARY 1900} 


He justified himself by saying | 


| expression 
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| Is the hon. and learned Member following, 
in the footsteps of Burke? Burke was 
never treated as a traitor, and I can- 
not find any suspicion or suggestion that 
‘he was disloyal. Speaking on the 14th 
December, 1778, when he heard that the 
American colonies claimed independence, 
Burke said— 


the Queen’s Speech. 


“Op the day that he first heard of the 
American states having claimed independency 
it made him sick at heart, it struck him to 
the soul, because he saw it was a claim essen- 

| tially injurious to this country, and a claim 
which Great Britain could never get rid of.” 


These were the sentiments of Grattan and 
Burke with regard to this country, and 
when we find the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Waterford approving of these 
sentiments, and advising the House of 
Commons, surely we should think of the 
quarter from which the advice comes. I 
should like to understand what motive the 
hon. and learned Member has in giving us 
this advice. Is it to strengthen and 
encourage the enemies of the Empire? 
Is it to humiliate Great Britain? When 
I remember that the party which the hon. 
and learned Member represents hascheered 
the Zulus and the Mahdi, it seems to me 
extraordinary that he should display such 
disinterested sympathy. The statement 
has been made by hon. Gentlemen sitting 
opposite that the whole civilised world is 
against England in this struggie, and in 
support of the Boers. I think it is hardly 
right or respectful—I am not a member 
of their Church—for any of them to de- 
clare that the civilised world is against us, 
when a cardinal priest of their own 
Church has blessed the war. Is it sug- 
gested that he would do that if he did 
not believe that the war was just, or that 
he is not a member of a civilised com- 
munity ? The explanation of the whole 
thing is, I believe, weil summed up in the 
which we borrowed from 
America, and which is mainly used with 
reference to authors—log-rolling. | Hon. 
Gentlemen would be very glad indeed if 
they were able to establish the principle 
of independent legislatures in the two 
Republics in South Africa, because by so 
doing they would be increasing the chance 
of the same policy being applied in Ire- 
land. That is the obvious explanation of 
the interested advice of the hon. and 
learned Member, and I hope that the 
House will give it the attention it de- 
serves. This war has established one 
Seventh Day. 
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principle for which as an Irish Unionist I 
am grateful. We have heard a great 
deal about the affection which the colonies 
have shown the mother country, but I 
value still more, as an Irish Unionist, the 
loyalty which the mother country has 
felt bound to extend to her colonies. We 
have had in South Africa a_ loyal 
British community, which has been sub- 
jected to Dutch domination for years. 
They sent their complaints to this 
country, and the policy of conciliation, 
as applied in Ireland, was adopted, and 
these complaints of our fellow-subjects 
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| up territory, we have lost valuable lives, 
| we have shed blood and treasure. Is all 
|that to be in vain? If we were to 

surrender now, would hon. Members call 
|it magnanimity ? Sir, the country would 
|have none of that. The City of York 
| would have none of it; and the feeling 
| exhibited there will be exhibited in every 
| town in England and of loyal Ireland. | 
| hope that this war will be prosecuted, I 
| need hardly say with success, but until a 
| termination has been arrived at which 
| will satisfy the wishes of all real patriotic 
| lovers of the Empire. 


in South Africa were treated with con- | 


tempt. But there comes a time when the | 


| that the terms of the Amendment sub- 


last straw breaks the camel’s back, and 
this country is now determined to assert 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : 


I recognise 


in South Africa, and every part of the | mitted to the House by the hon. and 
globe, the right of our loyal fellow-sub- | learned Member for Waterford are ex- 
jects to ordinary liberty, and to a recog-! ceedingly narrow, and that it is perfectly 


nition of their loyalty. If in Ireland, | 
where our loyal fellow-subjects have | 
for long complained of a  domina- 
tion of a majority, there is to be 
a recognition in the future that you 
will abide by your own people, and 
distinguish friend from foe, then I shall 
welcome the adoption of that principle. 


It was suggested that the Government | 
had made one mistake in committing | 


themselves to the defence of Northern 
Natal. 
cally that was a mistake, but I venture 
to say that politically there could be no 
mistake about it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentle- 
man is now entering on a matter dis- 
cussed on the previous Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Sir, I bow 
to your ruling at once. It was with the 
object of surrender that this Amendment 
was moved. There are times when 
surrender can be considered, but I venture 
to think that these are only two in 
number. You may surrender after a 
victory, after a gigantic success; and 


then that surrender would be called 
magnanimity. Or, again, you may 


surrender when you cannot lift another 
arm, or wield another sword, in the 
crushing gloom of defeat. That surrender 
is not magnanimity. At present we 


have reached neither the one stage nor | 


the other ; and any surrender could only 


be treated as having one meaning, the | 
We have given | 


meaning of cowardice. 
Mr. William Moore. 


. 





question of policy upon it. 
learned Gentleman, I am bound to say, 


I do not know whether strategi- | 


impossible for anyone to argue the general 
The hon. and 


introduced his Amendment with great 
moderation, and in the most temperate 


language. He put what he believed to be 
ithe Irish Nationalist point of view 


strongly, and I am very far from denying 
that he has behind him a considerable 
amount of Irish public opinion. I cannot 
help saying that I admit the seriousness 
|of the fact. I think it is a lamentable 
| fact that, with practically the whole of 
| Great Britain on one side, with the whole 
‘of the self-governing colonies ranged 
behind us in this war, there should be an 
Irish party of eighty members in this 
‘House who, from whatever motives, will 
vote against England in this matter. 
Whether it comes from hatred of England 
or from a mistaken view of the facts, the 
fact is there, and I am not in the least in- 
clined to underrate it. But it is, I confess, 
a rather curious condition of affairs that 
the representatives of a country which 
they claim to be an oppressed country, 
although Iam not prepared to agree to 
the oppression to the extent they believe, 
should stand behind what I cannot help 
calling one of the most odious tyrannies 
of the century. [Hon. MEMBERS on the 
‘Irish benches: Oh, oh!] Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite may disagree, but facts are 


‘facts. Now what would have _ been 
the position of the Irish people 
‘had they been in the condition of 


the British population in the Transvaal ! 
if they were denied the franchise? [An 
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Hon. MEMBER: So they were till the 
other day.] If they had had an em- 
bargo put upon the education of their 
children ? [Hon. MEMBERS : So they have! 
What about the university ?] If they 
had had the right of public meeting 
suspended? [Hon. MEMBERS: Hear, 
hear!] If freedom of the press had been 
abolished? [know that hon.Gentleman will 
tell me that all this has happened in Ire- 
land. [Cheers from the Irish benches. | 
Yes, but what was the view of the Irish 
Members in regard to it, and what did they 
say in this House about it? They never 
ceased to protest against it, and in many 
respects they succeeded in getting a 
remedy for great wrongs. But here 
they are ranged, not in protest against 
this iniquity, but in defence of it. 
[InisH MEMBERS: No, no!] I say it 
is one Of the most extraordinary facts 
of the situation that the representatives 
of a country claiming to be oppressed, 


and protesting against these things, 
should be standing in line for the 
oppressor. [An IRIsH MEMBER: For 


his independence only.]| The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford had an 
analogy, used repeatedly in this debate, 
of the most extraordinary character. He 
claims to stand in the position of Chat- 
ham and Burke, in protesting against the 
war with the American colonies. What 
was the net issue involved in that war ? 
[An Irish MeMBER: A tax on tea.] 
Was not the grievance taxation without 
representation ? But that is the griev- 
ance here, or one of them. The Uit- 
landers contribute most of the taxation of 
the Transvaal without an atom of repre- 
sentation. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): Have you not aliens in this country 
without representation 4 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Yet hon. 
Gentlemen shelter themselves behind the 
great names of Chatham and Burke, 
altogether oblivious of the fact that these 
men stood for a principle ; and that they 
are revering that principle and standing 
for the opposite : taxation without repre- 
sentation. They are not alone to blame 
in that matter, for on the front bench 
opposite the same position has been 
taken. The hon. Member for Caithness 
had some debate with me as to the right | 


{7 FEBRUARY 1900} 
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of public meeting in the Transvaal. He 
advanced the extraordinarv argument that 
the law of public meeting in Johannesburg 
was precisely what it was in London. 
That is not so. And then the hon. 
Member went on to describe how he 
himself had been pelted with stones in 
Trafalgar Square. But that is not the 
law. Next, he went on to tell us that 
he had gone to Birmingham, and had 
| been refused a fair hearing. Yes, but 
' there is one place where he has not gone, 
where the law of public meeting is perfectly 
free. He has not gone to Caithness, his 
‘own constituency. He has gone up and 
‘down the country, but his own con- 
stituents have been clamouring for his 
presence and advice; and although the 
law of public meeting is perfectly safe in 
| Caithness, he has not gone there. The hon. 
Member for North Louth, oppositeto whom 
I have sat for fourteen years, and who 
never makes a speech, whether I agree 
with it or not (and I often agree with a 
great deal of what he says), but what I 
enjoy most heartily, spoke of the Boers 
having two gala days in the year, 
but that they were about to add 
many more. There is one which will 
never be added—the day on which this 
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Parliament surrenders to most igno- 
minious conditions like those of the 


Parliament of 1881, suggested by this 
Amendment. Sir, a good deal has been 
said during these debates about judg- 
ment and forethought. I have not seen 
much of it on the opposite side, and precious 
little of it in the Amendment before the 
House ; and probably hon. Members are 
aware of it. This is not a question of 
forethought at all. He who runs may 
read. What are the terms of the Amend- 
ment now submitted to the House ? The 
hon. and learned Gentleman does not 
pretend, because he is incapable of 
making a pretence, to prejudice the 
matter. What are the terms on which 
the war should be stopped? The Leader 
of the Opposition, the other night, finessed 
a good deal in his speech on that point. 
He committed himself almost, and then 
drew back. What he did commit him- 
self to, if he committed himself at all, 
was that peace should be made when our 
territory was clear of the invader. [An 
Hon. MeEmBER: Why not?] I am 
not saying why not; but it is a very 
different thing to make peace when the 
invader is on our territory. There is no 
mistake what this Amendment means. 


Seventh Day. 
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The Irish Members know what they are | comes from such a policy? We have an 


doing. They have been perfectly logical 


They refused to vote for the 
noble Lord 


ceedings. 
Amendment of the 


} 


' 


and consistent in the whole of their pro-| 
| wounded, 
the | 


Member for Cricklade, because they did | 


not approve of it. But this isan Amend- 
ment seeking to pledge the House of 
Commons to stop the war—now, with 


part of Natal and parts of Cape Colony | 


in the hands of the enemy. All I 
have got to say is, that there are a great 
number of people in this country who 
think there was a shameful surrender 
after Majuba 


but the surrender of 1881 would be as 
nothing to the surrender of 1900, if this 
Amendment were carried. I say it is an 
impossible Amendment, and the sooner 


upon it the better. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): The hon. Mem- 


ber who spoke last but one suggested | 


that to accept the Amendment would’ be 


an act of cowardice. I think that it 


would be an act of the greatest cowardice , 


for anyone to refuse to admit that he is in 
the wrong, if he is in the wrong. 
very glad that this Amendment has been 


brought forward, and for one reason—that | 


it is a clear Amendment which we can all 
understand. We have had five or six 
nights debate over an Amendment which 
people did not seem able to understand, 
and of which they gave different explana- 


tions. But this is one we can all under- 
stand. I congratulate my Irish friends 


on having brought it forward. It is 
one of the first-fruits of that reconciliation 
which we have heard of ; and for my part 
I take this opportunity of congratulating 
them on that union, which I hope and 
trust will be both firm and prosperous. 
They could not have done anything better 
than by bringing forward, on such an 


occasion, a motion in the sacred interests | 
‘this war to be unjust, and I voted at 


of peace and goodwill. I think the 
Amendment may be considered in another 
light ; it condemns no one. It deals 
simply with the present, and suggests the 
means of getting out of the terrible 
position in which we find ourselves. 
It is a motion of peace and _ good- 
will, and I, for my part, do not think 
that the war policy, so far, has done us 
any good. Is there any good thing that 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 


I believe the majority of | 
the people of the country think so— | 


| price party” say, 
the House of Commons comes to a division | 


enormous expenditure ; we have a long 
roll of gallant dead; we have our 
suffering, and misery in 
thousands of homes, and our prestige 
that you talk about is gone. [Hoy, 
MEMBERS: No,no!]| I can only say I 
read a letter the other day from one of 
the greatest Tories of the kingdom, Mr. 
Frederick Greenwood, who declares that 
our prestige is gone irretrievably ; and 
the Prime Minister says we are in a state 
of humiliation ; while I read in the Tory 
newspapers that the Empire is at stake. 
All this is the result of your war policy. 
The question brought forward by this 
Amendment is—“ Is it worth while to go 
on with that policy, or to go on in a wiser 
course ?” I know that the “ war-at-any- 
“Go on fighting, with 


more expenditure of treasure and with 


| more disgrace to this country.” [Hov. 
Members: No, no!] Well, it is a 


I am | 


i about this war. 


| pute. 


disgrace. Whoever is to blame, whoever 


_ began it, surely it is a scandal and a dis 


grace for two so-called Christian nations 
to be cutting one another's throats. Why 
are they cutting one another's throats? It 
is to prove, if I understand the argument, 
which is the stronger. I voted in the 
autumn session with a very few colleagues 
against this war altogether, and against 
the money and the men. And I will tell 
you why I did so. I will quote my right 
hon. friend the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton, though I do not agree with him 
I ama man of peace; 
he is a man of war. I think he stated the 
case very properly when he went down to 
his constituents after the autumn session. 
He said that— 


“ He held to the opinion clearly that war was 
a terrible and awful calamity, and unless it 
was absolutely unneces-ary was 4 gigantic 
crime. Now, holding that opinion, he could 
not and would not spend a single shilling or 
sacrifice a single life in the prosecution ofa 
war which he held to be unjust.” 


That is hold 


my standpoint. I 
every opportunity against the money and 
the men; and I shall do so to the end of 
the chapter, unless somebody can show 
me a different way of settling this dis 
I have alluded to our misfortunes. 
We cannot regain the millions spent, we 
cannot recall the lives of the heroes who 
are dead, or bind up the hearts broken 


by all this misery ; but I do think it still 
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remains in our power, by conciliation and | 


adopting the Amendment under considera- 
tion, to put a stop to what is going on. 
[| think it is possible, even now, that a 
wise statesmanship may be able to stand 
between the living and the dead. The 
First Lord of the Admiralty in his speech 
alluded to the Amendment brought for- 
ward by the Front Opposite Beach as un- 
patriotic. 
tion for this Amendment ; it at any rate 


proposes a Christian intervention in these | 


horrible proceedings. But I would 
prefer another Amendment like the one 
[ put on the Paper, which more correctly 
expresses my views, and although I cannot 
now move it, I may be allowed to read it 
—*And we humbly pray your Majesty 
to direct your Ministers to take immediate 
steps for making known to the two 
Republics with whom we are at war the 
terms on Which an honourable peace may 
be concluded, with a view to stopping 
further loss of life and expenditure of 
treasure in military operations.” I think 
that would have been a better way of 
expressing my own feelings. It does not 
say “Stop the war,” but only takes the 
means probable to stop the fighting. 
Now I know that in this House that is 
not a popular line to take; and in the 
country it is very difficult to express any 
opinion in favour of peace. But, Sir, I 
am proud of this House ; I think it is the 
only place that is left at this moment in 
which a man is allowed to say what he will 
on this matter. I am proud of the debate. 
Jam an old Member of the House, and I 
think some of the speeches made during 
last week have heen the finest I have ever 
heard, such as those of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin, my right 
hon. friend the Member for Dumfries 
Burghs, my right hon. friend the Member 
for West Monmouthshire, the Member 
for Battersea, and, above all, that of the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Burghs, 
whose was one of the very finest I ever 
heard in this House. I am sure that 
the House listened to these speeches 
graciously and quietly, and I rejoice that 
they have been pat before the country. 
Of course it is said that we cannot do 
anything because of the invasion of our 
territory. That appears to me to be only 
4 part of the argument. Really we were 
making war against the Transvaal when 
we were sending out our troops there ; 
and it was only because the Boers had 


{7 Fepruary 1900} 


I do not accept that descrip- | 
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the first chance that they crossed the 
frontier. Of course there is the feeling 
which animates our Yeomanry and 
Volunteers, that they are going out to 
defend our territory; but nobody can 
expect any military glory from this war, 
for if we have 180,000 men opposed to 
60,000, that is three to one, how can you 
possibly find glory in it? As to the 
bravery of our troops, who disputes it ? 
We know they are brave, and will be 
brave. But, on the other hand, the Boers 
are equally brave. When this war is all 
over you will have to arrange somehow 
to settle matters. All I ask 41s, let us try 
and arrange matters before we kill all 
these men. If we want to arrange matters, 
however, we must be clear what is 
wanted. There is no doubt these 
Republics made war on us because they 
believed that we were attacking their 


independence. If that be so, and 
if we are merely fighting to repel 
an invasion, say so, and let them 


understand it. If we are fighting about 
the franchise, say so. If we are fighting 
about monopolies, say so. Lord Rose- 
bery says we are fighting against a 
corrupt and despotic oligarchy. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: Hear, hear!] I[ hear some- 
body say, “Hear, hear.” I suppose he 
does not belong to an oligarchy. If we 
are fighting against a giant despotic 
oligarchy, | only say, let us put our own 
house in order before we attempt to put 
the Transvaal House in order. [An Hon. 
MemMBer: The liquor laws.}  [ merely 
suggest various reasons that have been 
stated for the war. The hon. Member 
says it is to put down the liquor trattic. 
Well, the liquor traffic supplies a third of 
ourrevenue and two-thirds of the House 
of Commons. We have heard, over and 
over again, about fighting for supremacy ; 
and the First Lord of the Admiralty 
made a distinct Ministerial statement on 
that point. Whatare the Boers to think 
when they know that that is the policy 
of the Government ? What does it mean ! 
| It means the extermination of the Boers. 
| It is said that if this war goes on the 
| 


| 
| 


women will take up arms. That shows it 
|is to be a war of extermination. The 
Colonial Secretary siys that one of the 
lessons of this war is to be found in the 
enormous power possessed by Volunteer 
troops when fighting in defence of their 
own country. Is not the same power 
possessed by the Boers? By this motion 


Seventh Dut. 
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we are not condemning the past, we are 
suggesting, instead, a gleam of hope for 
the future, and the first step towards 
securing a settlement is to come toa clear 
understanding. This war is the outcome 
of a miserable misunderstanding which 
has cost much suffering and the loss of 
many lives. Let us have no more mis- 
understandings. My right hon. friend 
the Member for South Aberdeen said we 
were bound to make our authority mani- 
fest to the world. Can we not do some- 


thing better than that, and make our | 


honour, truth, and humanity known to 
the world? -That would be much more 
effectual than any display of armies and 
armaments. In his speech the Under 
Secretary for War—and I congratulate 
him heartily on being able to make so 
charming a speech on so horrible a sub- 
ject—said that the Amendment moved by 
the front bench would not be understood 
by the taxpayers here or by our foreign 
critics or by our fellow subjects in Natal. 
I venture to assert that 
people can understand the way we are 
going on now, and they will be unable to 
understand it until we have a clear and 
distinct statement of what our intentions 
and designs are in this war. Such a 
statement is due, not merely to the 
people of this country, but to our neigh- 
bours throughout the world. Why can 
we not try to stop this horrid slaughter ? 
I see nothing before me but a long 
vista of horrible and ceaseless massacres 
of mankind. In a speech which the 
Colonial Secretary made in the autumn 
session, he appealed to some deity which 
he himself invented—he appealed to the 
God of Battles. Of course, if we are to 
worship him, if we are his subjects, we 
must go on as we are, sacrificing 
thousands of men. But if any of us 
have regard to the teaching and worship 
of the Prince of Peace, then I implore 


Members of this House and the Govern- | 


ment to make an honest and earnest 
effort to sheath the sword and to spare 
mankind. 


CommMaNnpdER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 


E.R., Holderness) : As I had not an oppor- | 


tunity of addressing the House in the 
course of the debate which was brought 
to a close last night, I am very anxious, 


being one of the few Members on this | 
side in the House who hold opinions 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 
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different from those entertained on this 
war by the great body of our party, to 
place on record my agreement with my 
right hon. friend the Member for Bodmin 
and the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for Plymouth. I have not, since 
the outbreak of this war, addressed this 
House, and I wish now to say that it is 
my clear opinion and my firm conviction 
that this war is an unjust war. I om 
bound to say that in common generosity to 
my two hon. friends, but I shall not annoy 
the party to which I have the honour to 
belong by any investigation of the 
| reasons which have led me to this con- 
jclusion. This is scarcely the proper 
‘moment to do that, even if I had any 
desire. But I would like to say a few 
words in regard to the future; words 
| which I do not think will cause annoyance 
|to anybody. I do not believe that the 
sword can settle this South African 
question. It is a racial question. We 
| can, it is true, if we wish, and as we shall, 
/remove the grievances which have been 
complained of. We can sweep away the 
| armed camp, but we cannot settle a racial 
| question by the sword seven thousand 
miles away from this country. I pray you 
to remember that the British Empire after 
all is an Empire in virtue of its free insti- 
frogs and it is as certain as I[ 
}am standing here that, if not by the 
| present Government, then by gentlemen 
‘in some other part of the House, free 
institutions must be restored to the 
| Republics at the end of this war. How do 
| those institutions work? You have a 
| Dutch population increasing in a much 
more rapid degree than the English popu- 
lation, and it is pretty certain that in 
twenty-five years from now the old diffi- 
culty will reappear. Remember what has 
happened within the last twenty-five 
years. Remember what happened after 
Majuba. The Afrikander Bond was 
started and dominated South Africa, and 
we may be sure that after this war a 
similar ramification will spread over the 
whole of South Africa. Do you really 
believe that after we have given the 
| Dutchmen a beating they will consent to 
live comfortably beside us? I am afraid 
that the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies has misread history most woe- 
fully. Have we not before us the history 














&89 


of tl 
t00, 

Afri 
tena 
to be 
consi 
Sir ; 

caus! 
mucl 
my | 
that 

tion, 
has | 
in t 
bord 
diftic 
ment 
goes, 
that. 
divis 
my V 
tiatic 
trans 
Rept 
opin 
Rept 
have 
the | 
sent 

sugg 
peace 
soil. 

earn 
hon. 
Plyn 
Gent 
Whil 
the i 
esser 
the e 
and | 
made 
self 

learn 
whic! 
factic 
I fee 
wher 
when 
tions 
when 











888 


n this. 
iy, to 
th my 
»dmin 
in the 
_ since 
1 this 
it is 
iction 
I om 
sity to 
Annoy 
ur to 
the 
3 con- 
roper 
1 any 
a few 
words 
vance 
it the 
frican 
We 
shall, 
» been 
iy the 
racial 
usand 
y you 
» after 
 insti- 
as | 
y the 
lemen 
», free 
» the 
ow do 
ave a 
much 
popu: 
hat in 
| diffi- 
at has 
by five 
after 
| was 
a, and 
war a 
er the 
really 
n the 
ent to 
afraid 
r the 


; Wwoe- 
istory 








&89 Address in Answer to 


of the Dutch in Europe? Have we not, | 
too, the history of the Dutch in South 

Africa? Do you believe that a race so 

tenacious as they have proved themselves | 
to be will accept defeat at our hands and | 
consent to live beside us in peace? No, | 
Sir ; much as I grieve for the war and the | 
causes which started it, what I regret | 
much more is the profound mistake of | 
my hon. friends in hoping and believing | 
that the sword can settle this racial ques- 
tion, a question which in history never 
has been settled by the sword, excepting | 
in the case, perhaps, of small countries 
bordering on the country with which the 
ditficulty arose. As far as the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Waterford 
goes, I certainly am not going to support | 
that. I did not take any part in the | 
division last night, because I could not see | 
my way to express approval of the nego- | 
tiations which preceded this horrible | 
transaction. No doubt, technically, the 

Republics made war upon us ; but in my 

opinion, morally, we made war on the 

Republics. I frankly admit that mistakes 

have been made by the Governments of 

the Republics, but I am not going to con- 

sent to any Amendment which would 

suggest that we should offer terms of | 
peace while the enemy is still upon our 
soll. I beg to associate myself as 
earnestly as I can with the speech of my | 
hon. and learned friend the Member for | 
Plymouth and with that of the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin. 
While it is essential that we should repel | 
the intruder from our territory, it is not | 
essential merely for the glory of defeating 
the enemy to continue the war after proper 
and honourable proposals for peace can be 
made. I further wish to associate my- 
self with the words of my hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Plymouth, 
which, I am afraid, gave some dissatis- 
faction on this side of the House. 
I feel bound to support his view that 
when the time comes to make peace, that 
when it is possible to undertake negotia- 
tions to put a stop to this bloody war, 
when we can once more hope to give 


| 
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peace to South Africa, then it would be 
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shocking if those who are mainly 
responsible for the war having broken 
out—I mean among others the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies—should be 
entrusted with the negotiations. 


Mr. ARNOLD (Halifax): When this 
House was prorogued last August, I am 
sure it was the wish of all of us that there 
should be no at all, and I 
the great majority of the 
Members of this House and of the 
country believed that 


war 


sequence of the ultimatum war has com- 


/menced, and if proposals for peace are to- 


be made they should come from the other 
side. With reference to the Amendment 
now before the House in favour of 
recognising the independence of the 
Republics when the war is over, I trust, 
and I think we all hope, that peace will 


'be made upon the terms so eloquently 


described yesterday by my right hon. 


| friend—terms dictated by fairness and 
| justice and not by a spirit of vengeance, but 


when we come to discuss the question of 
the independence of the Republics I think 
we are bound to consider what the pos- 


session of that independence led them to 
do. They so arranged the taxation of 
their country that the dominant clique 


paid practically nothing, while the great 
majority of the inhabitants, who were 
eitizens of this country, had to contribute 
eight or nine times as much as the Boers. 
And when they got the money, what did 
they do with it? They spent millions of 
pounds in erecting in the Transvaal an 
arsenal for the construction and storage 
of the direst implements of war. They 
created a splendid artillery, and they 
engaged the services of the best military 
strategists they could find. Why did they 
establish their arsenal in such close 
proximity to one of our most loyal and 
peaceable possessions — namely, Cape 
Colony? It would be idle to dispute the 
fact that their real object was to seize 
that colony whenever the opportunity 
Seventh Day. 
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offered itself. If they are to be allowed 
to retain their independence and to do 
that sort of thing again, then this war 
will have been undertaken in vain, and 
we shall have expended our treasure and, 
what is more precious, many valuable 
lives, to no effect. I think we may safely 
leave it to the Government, who know 
the intentions and wishes of the people of 
this country, to settle this question, and 
to insure that wherever the British flag 
is to be found there shall be equal liberty 
for all, and that no one race shall domineer 
over another. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
The Amendment brought forward by the 
united Irish party denounces the war as 
unjust and unnecessary. As a member 
of that united Irish party | Ironical 
«cheers. | ——hon. Members opposite may 
sneer, but, judging from the difference 
of opinion that exists amongst the 
members even of the great Unionist 
party, I claim, as a member of the Irish 
party, that in this matter we are more 
‘united than the Unionists. We declare 
that this war is unjust. It is the opinion 
in Ireland that the war is unjust, because 
the jingo party of Great Britain has 
practically endeavoured to take away the 
‘independence of the two Republics, and be- 
«cause the war has been engineered through 
the means of certain Cabinet Ministers. 
Jf [were to make a suggestion to this 
great and honourable House, I would say, 
in all seriousness, that no war should be 
declared until the question has been 
‘debated by this House. I made such a 
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proposition in the newspapers, and it was 
not received with favour; but I do hold 
that the question of peace or war should 
be determined by the House of Commons 
and not by a particular Minister. I am 
delighted to have an opportunity of 
showing that we, the united Irish party, 
are not in line with, but are entirely sepa- 
rated from, other parties in the House of 
Commons. It is a mere pretence to say 
that this war is necessary. It is simply 
a war of capitalists. It is a gold and 
diamond war, brought about through the 
agency of the Stock Exchange. It isa 
war of shareholders in gold mines and 
diamond fields. It is not the result of 
international complications, it is simply 
the result of pressure which has been 
brought to bear on the Government by 
gentlemen who control the purse-strings 
of the community. I do urge the 
House to take measures to put a speedy 
end to this war. I made some remarks a 
few months ago, and hon. Gentlemen 
laughed at the idea of this being a 
serious war. I tell you now, as I told 
you then, that this war is not a 
matter to be laughed at. The French 
nation went into their war with Ger- 
many with a light heart—so one of 
their Ministers said. You hon. Mem- 
bers opposite went into this war with a 
light heart, and you scoffed at Members 
on this side who urged that it had a 
serious side. I ask you to-day, have youany 
consideration for the widows and orphans 
created by this war ?—and I again ask you 
to declare that this war is unjust and un- 
necessary, and that measures should be 
taken to secure a speedy peace. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 66 ; Noes, 
368. (Division List No. 4.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Am rose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Blake, Edward 
Burns, John 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, P. Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
4‘ommins, Andrew 
é‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 


Mr. Arnold. 


Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 


Daly, James 
Doogan, P. C. 


' Ffrench, Peter 


Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5S.) 


| Engledew, Charles John 
| Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, 8.) 


Field, William (Dublin) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibney, James 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hogan, Thomas Francis 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace; 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
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Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A.(Qn’sC. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hueh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 


Aird, John 
Allan, Willi un (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Huyvh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Right Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Re. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, Emerson. 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederie Gorell 

Barry, Rt. Hn. AJH.S. (Hunts) 
Barry, SirFraneis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) 
Beach, W W Bramston( Hants.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beye, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwoud, James 

Bill, Charles 

sillson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, Jolin 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boulnois, hdmund 

dowles, ‘T. G. (Xing’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasyow) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbeil-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R, G. W. 
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Murnaghan, (reorge 

0’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kiikenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, James(Wieklow,W. | 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patriek Joseph 


NOES. 


Chambeclain, Rt. Ha.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 


| Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
| Charrington, Spencer 


Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


| Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
| Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref'd) 


| 
| 


Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 


| Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 


| Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 


| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 





IRTH SERIES. | 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow ) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Boltan) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir fred. D. 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty. George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drage, Geottrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 
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edmond, John E.( Waterford ) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A. G.H.(C.ofLond.) 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 

Gold, Charles 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. HnGJ(StGeorge’s 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West.Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Sir Edwd. Stock (Brstol) 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


Seventh Day 
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Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 

Johnstone, 
Joie ey, Sir James 
Jones, 
. Hudson E. 


Kearley 


Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-Genera! 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence. W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Llewellyn, Evan H, (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’nsea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowther, Rt Hn J (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kitkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Maeartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John © umming 
Maclver, David (L iverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
MeArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 





























M‘Crae, George 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, James 

Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edward Wm... 
Marks, Harry H. 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W. (Yorks) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mine llemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir owlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
Montagu, SirS. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 


adjourned. 


Heywood (Sussex) 


D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RHnSirU. 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 


( Liverp vol) | 


M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, FE. ) | 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 


| Pease, 
Pease, 
| Penn, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| Pym, C. 





) Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 





| Orr-Ewing, 
| Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Mount, William George Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Muntz, Philip A. Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, Jas. Sage ge \ Lanarks.) 


Myers, Williain Henry Smith, Hn. W. B.D. (Strand) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander Soames, Ar de W ae 

| Nicholson, William Graham Spencer, Ernest 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian Spicer, Albert 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 


Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M.J. M‘Tagyart 
— Maxwell, Sir J. M, 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt Hn.d.G. (Oxf dUniy 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmtlin., E£.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, 7% James 
Tomlinson, W. Murray 
Trevelyan, ¢ ‘hare s Philips 


Oldroyd, Mark 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Charles Lindsay 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Herbt. P. (Darlington) 
Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
John . 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


Pilkington, R. (Lanes. Newt'n) 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(Lanes.SW 
Platt- tigzins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Hon. Horace ©. 
Pollock, * a Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Pretyman, Ernest George Ure, Alexander 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Usborne, Thomas 

(Guay Vincent, Sir Edear (Exeter) 


(Juilter, Sir Cuthbert Wallace, Robert 


Rankin, Sir James Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Renshaw, Charles Bine Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 

Rentoul, James Alexander Warner, Thomas Courtenay’ 
| Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) | Warr, Augustus Frederick 





Original Question again proposed, 
Debate arising ; and it being after half- 
past Five of the clock, the debate stood 


Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel Rt. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’].) | 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir Matthew W. | 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothsehild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Runciman, Walter 


Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham | Willoughby ‘de Ere sby, Lord 
Russell, 'T. W. (Tyrone) Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Rutherford, John Wills, Sir William Henry 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. ( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
W oodhouse,Sir J.T. ( Hudders. 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Woyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel H.S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E..J. | 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheste1) 
Sidebottom,T.Harrop(Staly br 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
Six of the clock. 
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897 South African War— 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 





Thursday, 8th February, 1900. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Lord Vivian sat first in Parliament | 


after the death of his father. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 


Return of the number of aliens that 
‘ arrived from the Continent at ports in 
‘ the United Kingdom in each month of 
t the year 1900: ordered to be laid before 
. the House (tiie Lord Churchill). 


UNITED STATES (No. 1). 
Convention between Her Majesty and 
. the United States of America  supple- 
mentary to the Convention of 19th April, 
1850, relative to the establishment of a 
communication by ship canal between the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans ; signed at 

: Washington, 5th February, 1900. 


ce tnetice 


TRADE KEPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2378. Portugal (Trade for the 
years 1897 and 1898). 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Notice issued by the High Commissioner 
for South Airica, on 26th January, 1900, 
relating to forfeitures, etce., of property 
situated in the South African Republic or 
in the Orange Free State declared sub- 
sequently to 10tn October, 1899. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


ARMY (MILITARY SAVINGS BANK) 

Statement of amount due to depositors 
on ihe 3lst March, 1898, and of the 
receipts, interests, and disbursements 
during the year ended 31st March, 1899, 
ete. 


ST. LUCIA. 


Regulation amending Rule 282 of the 
Prison Regulations, with respect to inter- 
views between prisoners awaiting their 
trial and their legal advisers, 


VOL. LXXVIIL. 
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IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED 
LOAN, 1855. 

| Account for the year 1899. 


Telegrams to Soldiers. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 
Return (in part) respecting: Laid 
'before the House pursuant to order of 
this day, and to be printed. (No, 8.) 


PETITION. 


VIVISECTION. 

Petition for suppression of the practice 
of ; of a Meeting held at Rushmere, 
Wandsworth Common ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TELEGRAMS 
TO SOLDIERS ON SERVICE. 
*THE Eart or LICHFIELD: My 
Lords, I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he contemplates establishing a 
registered telegraphic address for each 
battalion or unit of our forces in South 
Africa; and if so, whether the scheme 
will be brought into operation at an early 
date. Your Lordships are aware, many 
of you from personal experience, of the 


| great expense involved in sending tele- 


grams to those who are at the front in 
South Africa. Each word costs 4s., and 
it is very difficult to make out a telegram 
to any friend at the front costing less 
than £2 for the address alone. It must 
beobvious that, under these circumstances, 
it is impossible for poor people to use 
the telegraph as a means of communica- 
tion with our soldiers in South Africa ; 
but if a system such as I have suggested 
in my question were adopted, no doubt 
many who have hitherto been unable to 
use the telegraph v ould be enabled, owing 
to the reduced cost, to avail themselves 
of it. I believe that if the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for War is able to 
adopt a system of registered telegraphic 
addresses, it will be possible to address a 
telegram to a private soldier at the front 
in two words—one giving his regimental 
number and the other the registered 
telegraphic address of his regiment. I 
am assuming that the words ‘Cape 
Colony” or “ South Africa” would be in- 
cluded in the word representing the 
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registered telegraphic address. If, further, 1 be introduced as the equivalents of such 


there was a code word to signify “in 
hospital,” it would be possible to address 
a message in three words to a wounded 
officer or soldier. I am quite sure that 
if the noble Marquess can see his way to 
adopt a plan such as I have indicated it 
will be greatly appreciated by the people 
of this country and by the soldiers who 
are fighting so bravely for us in South 
Africa. I would merely add that I hope, 
if any scheme is introduced, it will be as 
comprehensive as possible, and will inelude 
our Colonial contingents. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, my noble friend made this 
suggestion to me some weeks ago, and it 
certainly struck me as a most reasonable 
one. I was sure that all the Departments 
concerned would gladly co-operate in 
order to give facilities to persons in this 
country desiring to communicate with 
their friends in the field force in South 
Africa. I lost no time in communicating 
with the Post Office on the subject. -Tve 
Post Office has considered it in conjunc- 
tion with the Eastern Telegraph Com- 
pany; a list of code words has been 
framed, and has been sent out to South 
Africa, and, I think, must have arrived 
there two or three days ago. As soon as 
the telegraphic authorities at the Cape 
have informed us, as they no doubt will 
do by telegraph, that they are able to 
accept the code, the new arrangement 
will come into force, and will be made 
known by the Post Oftice here. The 
procedure that will be followed will be 
this : ~The senders of telegrams will con- 
tinue to address them as they have 
hitherto done, giving the name of the 
person to whom the message is addressed 
and the full title of his regiment ; but the 
telegraph authorities will translate that of 
their own motion into the code word. 
That will have the effect in the case, for 
example, of a regiment which has a long 
title of substituting for such long title a 
single word. The difference between the 
suggestion of my noble friend and the 
arrangement proposed to be carried out is 
merely this--that the translation of the 
address into the code word will be made, 
not by the person who sends the telegram, 
hut by the telegraph authorities who 
transmit ittothe Cape. I think that is 
certainly an improvement. As to the 
further suggestion that code words should 


expressions as “in hospital,” I shall he 
glad to have it considered, but it did not 
form part of the original proposition. 


*THE Eart or LICHFIELD: | heg 
to thank the noble Marquess for the 
extremely satisfactory answer he ha*been 
able to give to my question ; only I do 
not quite understand how under the 
scheme the sender is to know how much 
he will have to pay. I should haye 
thought it would have been better to 
publish the code at every post office. | 
hope the press will take notice of the 
scheme and make it as public as possible, 
so that everyone concerned will under. 
stand how it will be put in force. 


*THE MarqgurEss oF LANSDOWNE: 
Instructions will be issued by the post 
office on the subject. When the sender 
delivers his message at the post office he 
will find that he is charged for the full 
title of the regiment as if it was condensed 
into one word. 


SPION KOP—BOER TREATMENT OF 
BRITISH WOUNDED. 

THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I rise to ask whether it is true, as 
reported in the newspapers, that after the 
battle of Spion Kop wounded Uitlanders 
and Colonial soldiers were shot by the 
Boers on the field of battle. On Monday 
last, a telegram from Durban appeared 
in several of the newspapers to this effect, 
and with your Lordships’ permission | 
will read the version of the telegram 
which appeared in the Standard. It was 
as follows 

“The wounded soldiers here (Durban) say 
that the Boers showed a marked vindictiveness 
against the colonial troops during the fighting 
at Spicn Kop, even going so far as to kill, in 
cold blood, numbers of their wounded. This 
barbarous conduct accounts, it is said, tor the 
excee tingly heavy losses sustained by Thorney- 
croft’s Mounted Infantry and the Imperial 
Light Infantry. Some of the Regulars even 
gave their regimental badges to their colonial 
comrades, in order to save their lives, should 
they happen to be left on the field.” 


Of course, it is possible, and I hope it is 
the fact, that the statement is not well 
founded, but if is well founded a very 
barbarous crime has been committed. 
We must remember who these colonials 
and Uitlanders are. The two corps 
which have been mentioned—-Thorney- 
croft’s Mounted Infantry and the Imperial 
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Light Infantry—are mainly composed 
of Natalians and Cape Colonists, whose 
country has been invaded and whose 
property has been looted, and they have 
as good a right, and, indeed, a much 
better right to fight in defence of their 
country than the Boers have to invade 
it. As I say, I hope the statement I[ have 
quoted is not correct. One is glad to 
think that some of the statements re- 
flecting upon the Boers have been found, 
on further examination, to be inaccurate ; 








on the other hand, some of the statements 
to their prejudice, such, for instance, 
as wanton looting of property in Natal 
and compelling Englishmen resident in 
the Free State to fight against this 
country, are, unfortunately, only too true. 
I wish to ask the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can give us any information on the subject, 
and, if not, whether he will cause, at the 
proper time, inquiries to be made into the 
matter. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, we have no corroboration of 
the extremely painful story to which my 
noble friend has referred. I suggest to 
him that the better course will be to wait 
until we receive, as I have no doubt we 
shall, a despatch giving an account of this 
particular engagement, and should there 
then be any confirmation of this sinister 





rumour, ic will be our business to make 
further inquiries. 

Lorp WENLOCK: Might I ask the 
noble Marquess if it is true that the 
Colonial troops are dressed differently to 
the Imperial troops ? 

*THeE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
[fancy they are all dressed in khaki, but 
whether there is any distinguishing mark 
between the two I cannot say. 

House adjourned at a quarter before 


Fiveof theclock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 8th February, 1900, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS WATER BILL. 

Ordered, That the Examiners have 
leave to examine the Llandrindod Wells 
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| Water, Petition for Bill, as to whether the 


Standing Orders have or have not been 
complied with, provided that notice of 


‘such examination shall have been once 


previously published in a newspaper pub- 
lished in the district, and in the London 
Gazette. 


Ordered, That Memorials complaining 
of non-compliance with the Standing 
Orders shall be deposited in the Private 
Bill Office three clear days before the day 
appointed for the examination of the 
Petition.—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Meuns.) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER. 

Bill to confirm a_ Provisional Order 
made by one of Her Majesty’s principal 
Secretaries of State, under the Metro- 
politan Police Act, 1886, and the Metro- 
politan Police Courts Act, 1897, relating 
to lands in the parishes of St. Mary 
Stratford Bow, East Molesey, and Clerken- 
well, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew 
White Ridley. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

‘To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
taries of State, under the Metropolitan 
Police Act, 1886, and the Metropolitan 
Police Courts Act, 1897, relating to 
lands in the parishes of St. Mary Strat- 
ford Bow, East Molesey, and Clerken- 
well,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 70.] 


PETITIONS. 
AUTHORITIES SERVANTS’ 
SUPERANNUATION. 

Petition from Blean, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL 


RATING OF WOODLANDS. 
Petition from Wirral, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Hulme, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


2L2 
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TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. | Republics, but including British Self- 


Petition from Helensburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1899-1800). 

Copy presented, of Estimate of the 
additional number of men and of the 
further amount required in the year end- 
ing 3lst March 1900, in consequence of 
the War in South Africa [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 36.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Copy presented of Estimates for Civil | 


Services and Revenue Departments for 
the year ending 31st March 1901, together 


with a copy of the Memorandum by the | 


Financial Secretary to the Treasury re- 
lating thereto [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 37.] 


OTTOMAN 
LOAN OF 


GUARANTEED 
1855. 


IMPERIAL 


Copy presented, of Account for the | 
year 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the | 


Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Bank of England,—Copy of all appli- 
cations made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to the Governor and Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England for 
Advances to Government authorised by 
Parliament, from 5th January, 1899, to 
5th January, 1900 [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 38.] 


Naval Expenditure and Mercantile 
Marine (Great Britain, &c.)—Return 


BY 


ordered, “ showing Aggregate Naval Ex- | 
Lo) DD fo) 


penditure on Seagoing Force ; Aggregate | 


Revenue; Aggregate Tonnage of Mer- 
cantile Marine; Annual Clearances of 


Shipping in the Foreign Trade; Annual | 
Clearances of Shipping in the Coasting 
Trade ; Annual Value of Imports by Sea, 
including Bullion and Specie ; and Annual 
Value of Exports by Sea, including 
Bullion and Specie, of various Countries, 
exclusive of China and South American 





governing Colonies, for the year 1899 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
| No. 310, of Session 1899).”—(Sir John 
| Colomb.) 





EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 

Return ordered, “ under administrative 
counties and county boroughs, of parti- 
culars with respect to the Evening Con- 
tinuation Schools inspected for the year 
ended the 30th day of April, 1899,”— 
(Mr. Hobhouse.) 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 
Return ordered “of the number of 
| Aliens that arrived from the Continent 
at ports in the United Kingdom in each 
month of the year 1900.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 39.] 


CIVIL CONTINGENCIES FUND. 
Copy ordered “of Accounts showing— 

1. The receipts and payments in 
connection with the fund in the 
year ended the 31st day of March, 
1899 ; 

2, The distribution of the capital of 
the fund at the commencement 
and close of the year ; 


together with the correspondence of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon.” —(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 40.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —BRITISH 
PRISONERS AT PRETORIA. 

Mr. 8S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War what is the number of 
British officers, non-commissioned officers, 
and men now prisoners of war at Pre- 
toria ; and whether any and, if so, what 
steps can or will be taken in the event of 
Pretoria being besieged by the British 
forces for the protection of the lives of 
the British prisoners of war in Pretoria 
in case of failure of the Transvaal food 
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supply, and in case of the shelling of | 


Pretoria by the British forces. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynpuHam, - Dover) : 
According to the latest return 2,283 
officers and men are “missing.” We 
have no certain knowledge how many 
of them are prisoners. The matter re- 
ferred to in the second paragraph of the 
hon. Member’s question must be left to 
the discretion of Lord Roberts. 


EGYPTIAN GUNS AND STORES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
East): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
stores and arms belonging to the Egyptian 
Government have been despatched to the 
Transvaal, and under what authority. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford): Six Maxim 
guns have been obtained from Egypt for 
Her Majesty’s forces, with the consent 
of Her Majesty’s Agent and Consul 
General and of the Sirdar. They will be 
replaced from this country. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal S.): 
Were the guns removed with the consent 
of the Egyptian Government ? That is 
the question. 


[No answer was given. | 


il 


COMPOSITION OF THE BRITISH FORCE 
AT THE FRONT. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he would state approxi- 
mately how the 180,600 of our troops 
which, in the estimate of the Government, 
are expected to be in South Africa in 
the next fortnight or three weeks are 
made up—namely, how many are British 
and Irish, Regulars, Yeomanry, Militia, 
and Volunteers; how many have been 
raised in South Africa; and how many 
are from our colonies other than South 
Africa. 


_ Mr. WYNDHAM: The composition 
18 as follows in round numbers :—-Kegular 
Army, 126,000; Royal Navy, 1,000; 
Militia, 9,000 ; Yeomanry, 5,000 ; Volun: 
teers, 10,000 ; Colonial Troops, 26,000. 
Total, 179,000. I have left out odd 
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numbers. The exact total is 179,846, of 
which about 20,000 were raised in South 
Africa, and about 6,000 come from other 
colonies. I may add that since I gave 
this figure to the House, it has been 
decided to send 17 additional battalions 
of Militia, and that 3,000 additional 
Yeomanry have been raised and will be 
sent out; bringing the total of Militia to 
something over 20,000, the total of 
Yeomanry to 8,000, and the grand total 
of forces of all kinds to about 194,000. 
Perhaps I ought also to warn any 
hon. Members who are not familiar with 
the conditions of campaigning that very 
large deductions must be made from the 
total numbers sent to find the total 
number at any time available in the field. 
But [I have excluded all killed and 
missing. 


SHOOTING OF BRITISH SUBJECTS 
COMMANDEERED BY THE ENEMY. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
will add to his inquiries concerning the 
men reported to have been shot in the 
Orange Free State for refusing to be 
commandeered, the query whether they 
are burghers, native or naturalised, of the 


Free State, and have been granted 
naturalisation, on the terms of their 


being subject to all the obligations and 
liabilities of burghers. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : The Governor of Natal 
has been asked whether, assuming there 
was any truth in the report, there were 
any circumstances tending to exonerate 
the authorities of the Orange Free State. 
This includes the hon. Member’s query. 


ALLEGED SHOOTING OF BOERS AT 
DE AAR. 

Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, with reference to the statement 
attributed to ex-Police Constable Sharp 
of the Blackburn Police, now a private in 
the Ist Shropshire Regiment serving with 
Lord Methuen, that, while that regiment 
was at De Aar, seven Boers and two 
Irishmen were taken out and _ shot, 
whether, as neither Lord Methuen nor 
any other commanding officer has made 
report on such an incident, inquiry will 
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be made of him whether there is any 
foundation for such a statement. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem- 
ber will refer me to the authority on 
which this statement is attributed to 
Private Sharp I will make inquiries, if 
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cargo at Lorenzo Marques ; the fact of 


(Questions, 


/members of an ambulance corps carrying 
| revolvers would not disqualify them from 


the statement affords any basis upon | 


which a question to Lord Roberts can be 
formulated. 


CONTRABAND OF WAR-—-RIGHT 
SEARCH—THE “ HERZOG.” 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty is he aware that the ship 
“ Herzog ” was detained by Her Majesty’s 
ship “ Thetis,” and taken in to Durban on 
suspicion of carrying contraband of war ; 
that there was on board the “ Herzog ” 
a large party of men professing to be an 
ambulance party ; that these men were 
armed, some of their arms being in charge 
of the captain ; that, besides these, there 
were some forty second-class passengers 
with no recognised status, affecting to 
belong to Geneva red cross societies ; 
also that the “ Herzog’s” papers showed 
that among her cargo were numerous 
cases professing to contain macaroni, 
which there is reason to believe contained 
rifles ; and that there were also large 
quantities of tinned provisions, coffee, 
boots, cyanide, and other things of use in 
warlike operations, most of them con- 
signed to Mr. Potts, the Transvaat Vice 
Consul at Delagoa Bay, and others of 
them consigned to well-known Transvaal 
agents there ; will he say by whom and in 
virtueof whatauthority the “Herzog” was 
released without any examination being 
made of her cargo or passengers by the 
Prize Court, and were Her Majesty’s 
Government consulted with reference to 
the release of this vessel ; and was the 
release of the vessel ordered by Her 
Majesty’s Government ; and if so, why. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The “ Herzog ” 
was detained by Her Majesty’s ship 
“ Thetis” and taken into Durban on sus- 
picion of carrying contraband of war. She 
was released by order of Her Majesty’s 


OF | 


claiming to be non-combatants. The 
officers of the British Army Medical Corps. 
carry swords, and occasionally revolvers. 
It is not known that these revolvers were 
in charge of the captain. 


MILITARY HOSPITALS. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 


' tary of State for War whether his atten- 
*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 


Government, as summary search did not ' 
reveal guns or ammunition, and assur- | 


ances of a satisfactory nature had been 
given by the German Government on 
behalf of the company she belonged to. 
No contraband was found among her 


tion has been called to statements as to 
the defects in the military hospitals in 
Cape Colony and Natal ; and whether he 
has any information which he can com- 
municate to the House with a view of re- 
lieving the anxiety of those who have 
relatives or friends among the sick and 
wounded in South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply I will 
read selections from two telegrams on the 
matter from Lord Roberts and Sir Redvers 
Buller. Lord Roberts, telegraphing from 
Cape Town, January 22, 1900, 7.45 p.m., 
says— 


“There is no real foundation for report 
reflecting on hospitals at the Cape. I am 
perfectly satisfied with all arrangements for 
reception and treatment of wounded. The 
quality of cooking was indifferent for first 
week ; nothing more can be complained of, and 
this was rectified as soon as possible. 7 


Sir Redvers Buller telegraphed to Lord 
Roberts, January 30, 1900, 10.50 a.m.- 


“One of the Natal papers is attacking the 
management of the military hospitals, and, as 
some of the false and ridiculous statements 
nay cause anxiety at home, I think it right to 
say that Mr. Treves assures me there is no 
possible ground for complaint, and that I may 
rest satisfied that all the medical arrangements 
are completely satisfactory to him. I pressed 
him if he could suggest improvement, and he 
said he could not. I have given the 
matter every consideration, and can only ex- 
press my admiration of the arrangements 
made by Colonel Galway and the Royal Army 
Medical Corps, and Mr. Treves assures me 
that he entirely agrees with me.” 


HAY CONTRACTS. 

Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether large quantities of hay for South 
Africa are being purchased in North and 


‘South America; if so, what prices are 





being paid ; and what attempts have been. 
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made to buy similar hay in Great Britain, 
and what prices were offered. 


Questions. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PoWwett- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 5%.) : 
quantities of hay for South Africa are 
being purchased in North and South 
America. The prices at which contracts 
are placed are not made public. Tenders 
have been invited for British hay, but 
the prices at which home-grown hay has 
been offered involve a much heavier total 
cost on delivery in South Africa than is 
incurred for the American hay, while the 
hay itself is not so suitable for the pur- 
poses of the present campaign. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is 
it not a fact that large quantities 01 
foreign-bought hay have turned out to be 
rotten ? 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS 
Tydvil): Is not the freight on hay from 
this country less than from America ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
total cost of hay is less when sent from 
America than when sent from this 
country. I have ne knowledge of large 
consignments of hay from America having 
heen found rotten. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: [ did not refer 
merely to American hay. Is it not the 
case that a large quantity of foreign- 
bought hay has had to be condemned by 
the authorities ? ‘ 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I do 


not know of any having had to be con- 
demned. 


BOOT CONTRACTS. 
Mr. CHANNING 
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Large | 


(Merthyr | 
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(Questions, 


(and only small orders placed with such 
firms on the ground of price ; whether it 
/was ford that the Indian made boots 
| supplied to Lord Kitchener’s forces in the 
‘Soudan proved unsatisfactory, while 
English made wire sewn and _ riveted 
boots stood the campaign exceedingly 
| well; and whether the leather out of 
which Indian boots are made is thinner, 
and therefore unsuitable for rough travel- 


ling in stony country; whether the 
Indian boots supplied to the South 


| Africa forces were, before the decision to 
| purchase, submitted to the usual examina- 
_ tion of the Army boot inspectors in this 
country ; and whether, in arranging for 
the present and future requirements of 
the troops, the War Office will take the 
| proper steps to secure the soundest and 
| strongest boots from approved English 
| firms at a fair price, having regard to the 
increase in the price of sound leather and 
| to the cost of British labour. 


| 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: In 
order to meet a very urgent demand 
60,000 pairs of boots have been ordered 
from India, at prices equal to the lowest 
price paid in England. They could not 
have been obtained as quickly from any 
other source. Contract prices are not 
disclosed. The Indian boots supplied for 
| the Soudan, as well as the English made 
wire-sown and riveted boots, were found 
quite satisfactory. The Indian boots were 
subjected to the usual inspection in India, 
and were shipped thence to South Africa. 
Orders for boots have, during the past 
year, been placed at home with all firms 
offering supplies at reasonable prices. The 
offers declined were from makers whose 
quotations were much above the mass of 
tenders received. As a rule, the boots of 
the British Army are obtained from home 
manufacturers, but in a time of emergency, 


(Northampton- | when immediate delivery is necessary, 








shire, E.): I beg to ask the Financial | other sources of supply have occasionally 
ercary to the War Office whether the | to be resorted to. 

ar Office has obtained from Indian fac- | ‘ INTN(: Mav ask whv 
tories a large quantity of boots for the | a pin nse d : lay , it hy 
use of the troops in South Africa ; what | thinbe requirements Were Not eer eee 
number of pairs of boots have been thus | Yy ak at ee ea, 
obtained ; at wnat price they have been Have not tenders for oh pairs been 
supplied, and at what prices Army boots, soseruatiamaruan wre es 
both hand sewn and machine made, have 
heen contracted for this past year in 
Northamptonshire and other shoe manu- 
facturing districts in England ; whether 
very large tenders of boots have been 
made by English firms this past year, 


[No answer was given. | 
IRISH MILITIA REGIMENTS ON 
FOREIGN SERVICE. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
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Questions. 


for War, will he explain in what manner | 
Irish Militia regiments who are stated to | 


have volunteered for the Cape offered 
such service; whether the men were 
individually consulted by their command- 
ing officer ; and whether any opportunity 
was subsequently afforded to them of 
reconsidering their decision. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The mode of 
calling on Militia units for service abroad 
has been left to the commanding officers, 
who have received explicit orders to allow 
no pressure to be put on the men. It 
has been usual in the case of embodied 
units to ask the men on parade, in the 
case of disembodied units to send to each 
individual a reply-paid postcard. In all 
cases an opportunity is given to the men 
of reconsidering their decisions. The 
general officer, or an officer deputed by 
him, inspects the unit on parade before 
its departure and asks any man who does 
not volunteer to step out of the ranks 
and say so. Of this opportunity a few 
men have taken advantage. 


YEOMANRY COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. BARLOW (Somersetshire, Frome): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War why it is that gentlemen who 
have only done a few weeks training in 
Yeomanry cavalry have been granted 
commissions as majors and captains in 
the Imperial Yeomanry and Mounted In- 
fantry force, while Reserve oificers with 
from five to eight years service in the 
Household Brigade and cavalry and in- 
fantry of the line are only given the rank 
of lieutenant. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The selection of 
all the regimental officers of the Imperial 
Yeomanry has been entrusted to the 
Yeomanry Committee, subject to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of State, and he 
does not doubt that they have made their 
selection in the manner most conducive, 
in their opinion, to the efficiency of the 
corps. 


THE DEVONSHIRE YEOMANRY. 

Sirk CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War will he explain 
why the Devonshire company of the 
Imperial Yeomanry has been notified that 
it will not embark for another three 
weeks, although it has been in continuous 
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training for a month and has been very 
favourably reported on both by the 
inspecting officer and by the colonel 
commanding. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Transport is as- 
signed for companies of Yeomanry on the 
application of the Imperial Yeomanry 
Committee ; and the order in which the 
companies are taken rests entirely with 
that Committee. The Committee’s re- 
quisition for transport for the Devonshire 
Company was received on the 29th 
January ; but by that time all ships avail- 
able for the carriage of horses had been 
appropriated for other companies and for 
the 4th Cavalry Brigade. No further 
horse transports can now be available till 
the 21st instant. 


(Juestions. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the Government are pre- 
pared to introduce a short amending Act 
to allow Volunteer officers to volunteer 
for active service, and to permit of their 
services as officers being accepted, where 
approved, by the War Office. 


Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
I beg at the same time to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War what is the 
provision in the Volunteer Act that dis- 
ables Volunteer officers who are willing to 
serve Her Majesty outside Great Britain 
from being appointed officers in the 
regular Army by commission or acting 
commission, in the same way as gentle- 
men who are not Volunteer officers ; and 
whether the acceptance of a commission 
or acting commission in the regular Army 
in itself binds the person accepting it to 
serve Her Majesty wherever called upon 
to do so. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been found 
possible to effect the object sought with- 
out an alteration of the Act. It was at 
first considered necessary to enlist officers 
as well as men in order to bring them 
under military law. The War Office is, 
however, now advised that the grant of a 
temporary commission will effect this 
object. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES: Does that 
apply to Imperial Yeomanry commissions 
as well? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. 
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OFFER OF A BATTERY, WITH MEN, !a sum of £100 to provide their outfit ; 
BY MESSRS. ARMSTRONG AND THE | ang will he explain why, seeing that it 


COUNTY OF NORTHUMBERLAND. 
Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War whether 


Messrs. Armstrong, Whitworth, and Co. 
have at any time within the past six 
months offered to either the Imperial or 
Colonial Governments guns for use in 
South Africa, which have have been de- 
clined ; if so, whether he can state the 
number and character of the guns offered, 
and why they were declined. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In December last 
a battery of six 15-pounder guns, 
similar to those with which our field 
batteries are armed, was offered by 
sir Andrew Noble for the use of the 
Natal colonial forces. This offer was 
transmitted to Natal, and a reply was re- 
ceived to the effect that the Natal colonial 
forces were at that time unable to accept 
the battery; at the same time it was 
asked that the offer might be kept open. 
Meanwhile, a further offer was made by 
Lord Grey, with the consent of Sir 
Andrew Noble, to send out this same 
battery of 15-pounder guns, manned by 
Volunteers, on behalf of the county of 
Northumberland. This offer has been 
accepted, and the battery is now being 
prepared for embarkation to South 
Africa. 


SLEEPING HELMETS. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he is aware that on the recom- 
mendation of those acquainted with the 
South African climate some of our troops 
have been supplied with sleeping helmets 
at the instance of private donors ; that 
such helmets are regarded as an absolutely 
necessary protection against pneumonia 
and other lung troubles ; and if the War 
Office will cause all the troops to be 
furnished with them. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
providing some head-dress for sleeping in 
is under consideration. 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ OUTFITS. 
Mr. BARLOW: I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State for War whether | 


by the regulations Reserve officers when 








called out for active service are entitled to | 


was published in the official papers that 
Reserve officers might apply for com- 
missions in the Imperial Yeomanry, the 
_ War Office refuses to give these officers 
| this grant of £100, so that although the 
Imperial Yeomanry Fund gives them £65, 
yet they do not obtain the full allowance 
prescribed by the regulations. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A member of the 
Reserve of Officers if called out for duty is 
entitled to an outfit allowance of £100, 

‘but such officers of the Reserve as have 
joined the Imperial Yeomanry have not 
been called out and are merely volunteers 
for that corps. As such, they are not 
entitled to more outfit allowance than the 
other officers who have volunteered. 





DELAGOA BAY RAILWAY. 

*Sirn E. T. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he will be good 
enough to inform the House who is re- 
ceiving the traffic money of the Delagoa 
Bay Railway which belongs to the 
British creditors who built the line upon 
land assigned by Portuguese concession ; 
whether he has considered the propriety 
of taking such steps as would protect the 
property and its revenues in the interests 
of British subjects, seeing that no awa.d 
has yet been obtained from the arbitra- 
tors after ten years’ consideration of the 
subject; has he received any explana- 
tion or reason why the award, which in 
the last session he assured the House 
would be delivered in October last, was 
not made, and has not yet been made ; 
and is there any reason to believe that 
the Boer and Portuguese Governments 
have influenced the delay of the award in 
order that this English railway should 
continue to be made the means of trans- 
porting, for Boer service, volunteers and 
arms and munitions of war; and can he 
assure the British shareholders of the 
railway that some immediate effort will 
be made by Her Majesty’s Government 
to protect their interests by insisting on 
an award being made without further 
excuse or delay. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The railway is in 
the hands of the Portuguese Govern- 
ment. Her Majesty’s Government have 
been given no reasons or explanations as 
to the delay in the delivery of the award, 
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nor are they aware of the cause of the | 


delay, which they consider regrettable. 


They cannot interfere with the pro- | 


ceedings of the tribunal. 


MARINES—-SEPARATION 
ALLOW ANCES. 


ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne): 


ROYAL 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- | 


ralty whether the Lords Commissioners 
of the Admiralty have considered the in- 
equality in the treatment of the Royal 
Marine forces, who have been landed with 
the Naval Brigade, in the matter of 


separation allowances as compared with | 


the other armed forces in South Africa 
with a view to the removal of such in- 
equality ; will he explain why under 
present regulations the marines if 
married are deprived of the lodging 
allowance of 3s. 6d. per week when 
ordered for embarkation afloat, whilst the 
soldier's wife who is married on the 
strength of the regiment is granted 
separation allowance of 8d. per day with 
4d. per day for each child ; and whether 
the lodging allowance of 6d. per day now 
granted to the marine when married on 
shore can be continued in all cases when 
embarked afloat. 


*THE FIRST LORD or THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The question raised 
by the hon. and gallant Member is 
inherent in the conditions of service in 
the Royal Navy, and the regulations 
governing the allowances of the Royal 
Marines cannot be made _ throughout 
identical with those obtaining in the 
Army. No distinction is made between 
Marines when serving afloat, and when 
landed from one of H.M. ships for shore 
operations, as a portion of a Naval 
Brigade while still borne on ships’ books, 
as in operations in which the services of 
the Marines are lent for a time as an 
adjunct to the land forces. When not 
horne on ship’s books and serving with 
the Army, a Marine receives all Army 
allowances at existing Army rates. With 
regard to the last general question, I am 
not prepared to revise the scale of pay of 
the Marines after the concession which I 
was glad to be able to make to them last 
year. 


SOLDIERS’ EFFECTS FUND. 
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what is the present amount of the 
Soldiers’ Effects Fund; what has been 
the average sum by which it has been 
/augmented during the last three years ; 
and whether as the Royal Commissioners 


(Juestions. 


have reported there are. still many 
hundreds of widows of Crimean 
soldiers whose claims have not been 


met, this fund can be applied for their 
benefit. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
present amount of the fund is £159,683, 
, and the average sum by which it has been 
augmented during the last three years is 
£6,278. The fund is a diminishing fund, 
and is not available for cases of widows 
whose husbands did not die on service or 
within six months of discharge. 


GOVERNMENT CLERICAL 
ESTABLISHMENTS. ° 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether, in filling up the existing 


' vacancies in the clerical establishments in 


the Royal Ordnance Factories, in the 
Army Clothing Factory, in the Type 
Writing Department of the War Office, 
and in the Army Nursing Service, the 
Secretary of State will endeavour to 
favourably consider the applications of the 
sons and daughters of officers of the Army 
and Navy who have been killed in action, 
or who have died from wounds received 
or from illness contracted whilst on active 
service, and whose families have been left 
in necessitous circumstances. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State will gladly take these cases into 
consideration, where appointments are not 
reserved by Order in Council for public 
competition ; but almost all the clerical 
appointments mentioned, except those for 
| typists, are so reserved. 


COAL EMERGENCY CONTRACTS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
‘the First Lord of the Admiralty if he will 
state when and under what circumstances 
| steam coal has ever been taken by the 
_Admiralty on emergency contracts; 
|whether the Government has notified 
| foreign Powers that a state of war exists 
| between the British Empire and _ the 
| South African Republics; why none of 


Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask | the contracts for the supply of steam 


the Under Secretary of State for War | vessels’ coals to the Government in times 
| 
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of emergency have been put into force | show that it was due to high temperature, 


during the past few months ; and when 
he makes the proposed modifications in 
the present form of emergency contract, 
will he consider the desirability of securing 
the right to claim all the produce of 
collieries entering into the contract at the 
market price of the day during the period 
of an emergency, and of paying some 
small subsidy in consideration, as is now 
done to shipowners and owners of horses. 








*Mr. GOSCHEN: The answer to the 
hon. Member’s first question is—In 1888 
for the naval manceuvres. Since then the 
emergency contracts have not provided 
for the case of the annual manceuvres ; 
the answer to the second question is in 
the affirmative ; the answer to the third 
question is that the circumstances at the 
time did not render it necessary to draw 
coal under the emergency contracts-—we 
have done better without them : in regard 
to the last question, care will be taken 
when new emergency contracts are made 
to consider every reasonable suggestion 
which is made, but the hon. Member will 
not, I am sure, expectime to say more. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Is it not a fact 
that the Government pay a much higher 
price ? 


*Mr. GOSCHEN: I do not think I 
ought to say much about prices. 


THE EXPLOSION ON THE “REVENGE.” 

ADMIRAL FIELD: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty if he can give 
any information as to the cause of the 
recent explosion of cordite in the 
magazine of the flagship “Revenge” in 
the Mediterranean ; whether the tempera- 
ture of the magazine was abnormally 
high ; whether the system of ventilation 
was defective ; and whether any improve- 
ment can be suggested for reducing the 
temperature of magazines in which high 
explosives are stored. 


*Mr. GOSCHEN: An inquiry has been 
held as to the recent small explosion of 
cordite in H.M.S. “Revenge,” and the 
whole of the evidence obtained has been | 
referred to the War Office for the opinion | 
of the Ordnance Committee. Until this | 
has been obtained, nothing can be said as | 
to the probable cause of the explosion. | 
There is no evidence, so far, tending to | 


| the temperature of the magazine not 
‘having been abnormally high for some 
‘considerable time before the explosion 
took place. During the summer the 

recorded temperatures were somewhat 
high. In reply to the last question of 
| the gallant Member, steps are being taken 

to reduce the temperature of magazines 
_in which high temperatures have been 
_ recorded. 


CHIPPING RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Government, in considering 
the question of providing additional rifle 
ranges, are also proposing to deal with 
that of improving the access to existing 
ranges, and whether, in particular, it is 
intended to encourage or assist the making 
of a light railway from Longridge, near 
Preston, to Chipping, in order to facilitate 
the use by Volunteers and others of the 
range at Chipping, on which a large 
amount of money has been expended by 
the present and the previous Government. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
providing additional rifle ranges is 
receiving the special attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government, but the War Office 
has no knowledge of the light railway 
referred to. 


Mr. TOMLINSON : 


made ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I shall be happy to 
pay attention to any communication 
addressed to me on the subject. 


Will inquiry be 


BASUTOLAND--NATIVE LABOUR. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been called to the speech of Earl 
Grey, one of the directors of the South 
African Chartered Company, at a meet- 
ing of the company on 14th December, 
1899, in which he advocates the imposi- 
tion of a hut tax of £1 per hut as an 
incentive to labour, in conformity with 
the practice which exists in Basuto- 
land, and with the permission of the 
Imperial authorities, the establishment of 
a labour tax which able-bodied natives 
should be required to pay who are unable 
to show a certificate of four months’ 
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work ; whether the Imperial authorities |from the Government of India to the 


have been approached on this subject ; | 
and whether they have agreed to the 
labour tax as suggested by Earl Grey. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
to the first part of the question is in the 
affirmative. In reply to the second and | 
third I have to say that no proposals on the 
subject have been as yet placed before 
me by the company. 


GOLD COAST—RAILWAYS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretaryof State for the Colonies what 
progress has been made with the Govern- 
ment railway between Cape Coast Castle 
and Axim in the Gold Coast Colony ; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of extending the system of State railways 
from che town of Winnebah to Acasu, 
Akropong, Kumassi, and Brandfordville, 
with a view of opening up to commerce 
the fertile plains in the hinterland of that | 
colony and protectorate. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No rail- 
way is being made along the coast from 
Cape Coast to Axim, but one is being 
made from Secondee to Tarquah, and will 
he completed in the course of this year. 
The question of making other railways is 
under consideration, and — preliminary 
surveys have been made of two different 
routes to Coomassie, one of which starts 
from Appam, near Winnabah. 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE COMMISSION. 
Sik MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
can inform the House when the Report 
of the Royal Commission on Indian Ex- 
penditure is likely to be issued. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmiLton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I understand from the Chairman 
of the Commission that it is expected that 
the report will be signed on the 14th of 
February. 


INDIAN FAMINE. 
Sin W. WEDDERBURN (Banfishire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
India whether his attention has been 


drawn to an allegation contained in a} 
circular letter, dated 27th December last, 


local governments, to the effect that the 
people in the famine districts are ex- 
tremely ready to throw themselves on 
the charity of the State, and to avail 
themselves of every form of relief; 
whether he is aware that this statement 
has excited surprise and dissatisfaction in 
India; and whether he will state the 
evidence upon which the allegation is 
made, and since what period it is 
suggested that this feature has developed 
itself in the Indian character. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have seen 
the circular letter dated the 27th Decem- 
ber to which the hon. Member’s question 
refers, but I cannot accept his description 
of its contents without some important 
qualifications, and [ am not aware that 
it has caused dissatisfaction in India. The 
circular suggests, as the result of practical 
experience and investigation of the relief 
system as now worked, that care should 
be taken not to allow the revenues of 
India to be expended for the benefit of 
persons who are not actually in need of 
it ; but it further states that the Govern- 
ment of India fully approves the prompt 


action which has been taken to organise 


famine relief on a large scale, and that 
they share the anxiety of the local 
Governments that relief shall be made 
accessible from the outset to the people. 


THE BROTHERS NATU. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the release of the Natu brothers 
is unconditional ; and whether, in view of 
the conspicuous loyalty exhibited by the 
Indian people at this critical time, he will 
make a statement regarding the Natus 
which will satisfy the public that the 
measures taken in their case were pru- 
dent and necessary. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The answer to 
the first question is in the affirmative. I 
fully appreciate the loyalty exhibited by 
the princes and peoples of India ; but I 
do not propose to add anything to the 
statement I have already made with re- 
gard to the recent detention of the Natu 
brothers. 


WORKMEN’S + TRAMS. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
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drawn to the model clause which is now 
inserted in Tramway Bills to ensure a 
service suited to workmen; and if he 
would consider whether, having regard 
to the time that has elapsed since it was 
framed and to the general adoption of 
electric traction, the existing clause could 
he amended in respect of the lateness of 
the hour in the morning at which work- 
men’s cars are provided, the number of 
these cars that must be run daily, and the 
amount of the fare charged ; and, if so, 
whether the Board of Trade will under- 
take to amend the clause in these respects, 
or to provide a new one. 


*THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Rircute, Croydon) : The 
alteration of a model clause in Tramway 
Bills is a matter for the authorities of 
Parliament, and not for me. [ will bring 
the matter under their notice. 


Questions. 


BUCKLAND MUSEUM OF FISH 
CULTURE. 
Si MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the President of 


the Board of Trade whether, in view of 
the statement made to the deputation 
which waited on the Lord President of 
the Council and himself on Monday last 
that there was not sufficient room to 
accommodate the Buckland Museum of 
Fish Culture at South Kensington 
Museum, he would consider the advisa- 
bility of removing it to the branch museum 
at Bethnal Green. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Bethnal Green would 
hardly seem to be a particularly con- 
venient and accessible situation for the 
Buckland Museum of Fish Culture; but 
Iwill take care that the hon. Member’s 
suggestion shall receive consideration, 
together with all other suggestions which 
may be made. 


SECRET SERVICE FUND. 
Mr. PHILIPPS: [ beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, in 
view of the fact that in each of the last 


{8 Frepruary 1900} 


three years a balance of money voted by | 


Parliament for secret service has been 
wnexpended, he would state the amount, 
if any, of the Vote for secret service that 
remains unexpended during the present 
financial year. 

THe CHANCELLOR oF THE 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Breacu, Bristol, 
W.): It would not be possible, without 





EX- | 





922 


calling for accounts from the various De- 
partments concerned, to state exactly how 
much of the total Vote for the current 
year remains unspent at the present time. 
But I anticipate that, at the end of the 
year, there will be only a nominal balance 
to be surrendered. 


(Juestions, 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether Eng- 
land has relinquished all her rights under 
the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty in respect to 
the Nicaragua Canal; and, if so, what 
compensating advantages, if any, have 
been secured in exchange. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Convention 
supplementary to the Clayton-Bulwer 
Treaty, signed at Washington on the 5th 
instant, has been laid before the House. 
There has been no question of compensa- 
tion, the advantages in the former Conven- 
tion relative to the neutrality of the 
canal, and the protection of commerce 
under conditions of entire equality, being 
fully maintained. 


RUSSIAN LOAN TO PERSIA. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the Under Seere- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he has 
any information regarding the offer of 
the Russian Government to give financial 
help to the Shah of Persia with a view 
to pay off the Anglo-Persian Loan of 
1892, and whether the offer of Russia has 
been accepted by his Majesty the Shah : 
and, if so, what are the terms of the offer. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman also state 
the full extent of the loan ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have no further 
information to give respecting the Russian 
loan to Persia than that contained in my 
answer of Tuesday to a question by the 
hon. Member for Chester. Among the 
conditions of the loan as published is an 
engagement on the part of Persia to 
extinguish all its previous external obliga- 
tions out of the proceeds of the new loan. 


ZANZIBAR CUSTOMS DUTIES. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 


| Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


Affairs whether any customs duties have 
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been recently somewhat suddenly imposed | 
on some and increased on other British | 
goods imported into Zanzibar. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: On the 15th of 
September last a notification was issued 
by the Government of Zanzibar reim- 
posing from and after that date a duty of | 
5 per cent. wd valorem on all goods, with 
certain specified exceptions, entering the 
port of Zanzibar. The exceptions were 
—coins, coals, hippoputamus teeth, ivory, 
rhinoceros horns and hide, rubber and 
tortoiseshell. The notification contained 
a proviso that goods, on which duty was 
not already charged, would, if at sea 
hefore September 15th, be admitted free. 
The notification was issued without pre- 
vious warning. 


ORPHAN HOMES OF SCOTLAND. 

*Mr. CAMERON CORBETT (Glasgow, 
‘Tradeston): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if the orphan homes of Scotland 
are still compelled to pay school rates, 
while the children are refused the public 
education to which the homes have to 
contribute. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I under- | 
stand that the orphan homes under the 
management of Mr. Quarrier at Kilmal- 
colm, to which I presume the hon. Mem- 
her refers, are subject to the usual rates. 
The School Board of Kilmalcolm does not 
hold itself to be under an obligation to 
provide accommodation in board schools 
for the large number of children in these 
homes, in place of the school provision 
which was made for them up to last 
year in the homes by those responsible 
tor bringing these children to the parish. 
The Department has offered, and is still 
prepared to entertain an application for, 
annual grants tu a school conducted by 
the authorities of the homes, and if such 
a school were placed on the annual grant | 
list it would be exempt from assessment | 
in respect of its premises. | 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION IN AGRI- 

CULTURAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, East): | 
I heg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- | 
mittee of Council on Education if any cir- | 
cular has yet been sent to the local | 
authorities, directing their attention to 
the provisions .of the Elementary Educa- 


{COMMONS} 


| mative. 
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tion Act which came into force on the 1st 
January last, and in particular to its 
effect on agricultural districts ; and if his 
Department have issued, or intend to 
issue, any model bye-laws for adoption 


by local authorities who take advantage 


of the agricultural provision of the Act, 


*THeE VICE-PRESIDENT or tue 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): Such a cireular has just been 
issued. The circular suggests a form of 
addition to the bye-laws which, if adopted 
by the local authority, will carry out the 
agricultural provision of the Act. 


SPECIAL REPORTS ON EDUCATIONAL 
SUBJECTS. 

Mr. HOBHOUSE: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education how many copies 
of the excellent series of Special Reports 
on Educational Subjects, issued from his 
department, are distributed to edu- 
cationalists in this country; if he is 
aware that in the United States of 


| America public interest in education has 


been greatly stimulated by a free distri- 
bution of similar reports ; and whether, if 
he cannot promise a free distribution, he 
will atany rate take steps to lower the price 
of the volumes, and to make their exist- 
ence better known to the public. 


*Sir J. GORST: Seven hundred copies 
of Volume I. and five hundred of Volumes 
If. and III. respectively were placed at 
the disposal of the Education Depart- 
ment for gratuitous distribution. Nearly 
all these have been distributed in this 
country. The answer to the second 
paragraph of the question is in the affir- 
The Committee of Council have 
no control over the price at which the 
volumes are sold. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: What department 
will supply them 1 


*Siz J. GORST : The Stationery Office, 


which is under the control of my right | 


hon. friend the Secretary to the Treasury. 


“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury whether such 
Members as express a wish to do so can 
have The Parliamentary Debates bound in 
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volumes instead of in separate parts in 
paper covers. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnpury, Pres- 
ton): Yes, Sir. I have made arrange- 
ments to have this done. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Does that answer apply exclu- 
sively to the volumes for 1900, or will it 
equally apply to those for 1898 and 1899? 
The right hon. Gentleman will remember 
that the late contractor failed to keep his 
contract to supply hon. Members. 


Mr. HANBURY : With regard to last 
session, we bought all the copies the con- 
tractor had on hand, and these can be 
supplied to members. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: And as to 
1898 ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I can say nothing as 
to that. 


INCOME TAX EXEMPTIONS. 
Mr. HOBHOUSE: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury if he is aware 
that the district surveyors constantly 
assess to the income tax small owners 
who are entitled to exemption, and much 
troublesome correspondence is required 


hefore they can get exemption or repay- | 
ment ; if he will direct the surveyors to | 


he more careful in the future ; and if he 
will extend to such correspondence the 


privilege of free postage which is at. 


present allowed to correspondence with 
the officials at Somerset House. 


Mr. HANBURY: It is the general 
practice of surveyors of taxes when once 
a claim to exemption from income tax 
has been established to see that the assess- 
ments on the property concerned be dis- 
charged for subsequent years, so long as 
the circumstances remain the same. The 
instructions issued to surveyors on the 
point are specific; and it is to their 
interest—-on the score of subsequent 
saving of time and labour—to carry them 
out so far as possible. It is, of course, 
essential in the interests of the revenue 
that “small owners ” should, in the first 
instance, adduce full and satisfactory 
evidence in support of any claims to 
relief. I will consider whether any steps 
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can be taken in the direction indicated in 
the last paragraph of the question. 


PROMOTION OF ABSTRACTORS. 

CoLoNEL DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he could state how many assistant clerks 
or abstractors have been promoted to the 
Second Division under Clause 15 of the 
Order in Council of the 29th November, 
1898 ; in what office have such promotions 
been made ; and the number of men pro- 
moted in each case. 


Mr. HANBURY: The total number 
of assistant clerks or abstractors so pro- 
moted up to the 6th inst. is thirty-six. It 
would not be possible to state the 
numbers promoted in the respective offices 
within the usual limits of an answer, but 
I shall be happy to give the information 
privately to the hon. and gallant Member. 


ORDNANCE SURVEY STAFF. 

Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he has 
yet been able to lay before the Treasury 
any scheme by which pensions could be 
granted to the temporary civil assistants 
of the Ordnance Survey, after a service 
of a sufficient number of years ; and, if so, 
whether he can state what answer the 
Treasury gave to his suggestion. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Board of Agri- 
culture have submitted such a scheme to 
me semi-officially. There are, of course, 
serious objections in principle to granting 
pensions to men whose salaries have been 
based on the clearly-stated fact that they 
would not be entitled to pension ; and 
even if those objections did not exist, I 
understand that the Board of Agriculture 
cannot name the particular civil assistants 
whose services will now be permanent. 
Permanency of employment is, of course, 
one of the conditions of pension rights. 


SirFRANCIS EVANS (Southampton): 
Is there no intention on the part of the 
Government to make this concession ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Subject to what | 
have said, if it can be shown to us that 
the staff is of the same character as in 
other departments, we shall look favour- 
ably on the granting of pensions. 
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SOUTH WEXFORD POSTAL SERVICE. | 
Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, South): I | 


| 
beg to ask the Secretary to the| 
Treasury, as representing the  Post- | 
master General, whether he is! 


{COMMONS} 


aware that the following changes in the | 


postal system of South Wexford are 
urgently needed, viz., that a mail be run 
direct from Wexford via Murrintown, 


Bridgetown, to Kilmore Quay ; that the | 


railway be used for the conveyance of 


mails to Drinagh and Rosslare ; and that | 


Kilrane, Broadway, Tagont, and Church- 
town be served by a mail car from 
Rosslare Harbour ; and whether he will 
order an inquiry into the matter with a 
view to making these alterations. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General will cause inquiry to be made as 
to the practicability of adopting the 
changes advocated by the hon. Member, 
and the result shall be communicated to 
him in due course. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture | 
whether the Board obtains from time 
to time information as to the pre- 
valence of cattle diseases in other 
countries; whether the Board has 
any information as to the alleged recent | 
prevalence of foot and mouth disease in 
Normandy ; and whether information 
and warnings as to the prevalence of 
disease in other countries cannot be issued 
promptly in this country. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): Yes, Sir, we obtain 
from time to time all the information we 
can with regard to the prevalence of 
disease in cattle in foreign countries ; and 
with regard to Normandy, we know that | 
foot and mouth disease has rarely been | 


absent in recent years from the northern | 
departments of France. I scarcely think 
that any advantage would be gained by | 
the adoption of the suggestion, the fact 
that the importation of animals from any | 
particular country is entirely prohibited 
being of itself a clear indication that the 
country is a dangerous one so far as the 
possibility of the introduction of the 
disease is concerned. 


CoLoNEL GUNTER (Yorkshire, W.R., | 
sarkston Ash): I beg to ask the Presi- 
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able to give any reason for the recent 
outbreak of foot and mouth disease in this 
country ; and if it can be in any way 
attributable to the importation of foreign 
hay, straw, or other forage. 


Questions, 


*Mr. LONG; So far as our inquiries 
have as yet proceeded, no explanation 
has been obtained as to the origin of the 
recent outbreak of foot and mouth disease 
in this country. Nothing has been 
elicited which would point to the intro- 
duction of the disease in the particular 
manner suggested. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether a thorough investigation of the 
circumstances of the recent outbreak of 
foot and mouth disease in Norfolk will be 
made ; and whether steps will be taken 
to secure the prosecution of the persons 
who concealed the outbreak. 


*Mr. LONG: We have been already 
making and we shall continue to make 
every possible effort to trace the origin of 
the recent outbreak of foot and mouth 
disease in Norfolk, and if it should appear 
that any failure to comply with the 
requirements of the law as to the notifica- 
tion of disease has occurred action would 
be taken against the persons responsible. 


Str SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he can give any in- 


| formation as to the probable length of 


time during which it may be necessary to 


|enforce the present restrictions on the 


movement of cattle in Norfolk; and 
whether he will consider some revision of 


| the regulations with the view of lessening, 


so far as can be done with safety, the 
great inconvenience and loss which the 
farmers and the cattle dealers in Norfolk 


/are experiencing owing to the present 
unfortunate outbreak of cattle disease. 


*Mr. LONG: The continuance of re- 


| strictions on the movement of cattle in 


Norfolk must necessarily depend upon 
the course which the disease may take, 
and I cannot therefore make any definite 
announcement on the subject. But I 


| quite realise that the existing orders can 


only be kept in force for a comparatively 
short period, and with a view to meet 
some of the more pressing difficulties to 


dent of the Board of Agriculture if he is | which they give rise we passed an order 
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yesterday, which is to come into operation 
on Friday, giving facilities for the move- 
ment of animals from one part of a farm 
to another, and from places outside the 
infected district into the boroughs of 
Norwich, Lowestoft, and Yarmouth. I 
may add that I fully realise the loss and 
inconvenience to which the hon. Baronet 
refers, but I have thought it my duty to 
make every effort to prevent the disease, 
if possible, from becoming epidemic 
throughout the country. 


IRISH POOR LAW EXPENDITURE. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that dissatisfaction exists 
amongst poor law boards in Ireland on 
the increase in expenditure forced upon 
them by recent. rules and orders of the 
Local Government Board, including the 
dispensary rules and the orders regulating 
fees to be paid to clerks, doctors, and 
other persons usually employed by these 
Boards; and whether, as these burdens 
are daily becoming heavier, he will see 
that no further regulations of this kind 
are made by the Local Government 


Board. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N., for Mr. G. W. BALFour): A 
few boards of guardians have expressed 
dissatisfaction with the new dispensary 
regulations issued by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but, so far as the Board are 
aware, their recent orders and regula- 
tions have been generally accepted with- 
out disfavour by the local authorities. The 
charges referred to are not daily becoming 
heavier, as alleged in the second para- 


graph. There is no power to require the | 


Local Government Board to abstain from 
making regulations which it is legally 
incumbent upon them to make. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman state how many 
boards of guardians have protested against 
the increase of fees by the Local Govern- 
ment Board ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : If the hon. Gentle- 


man will give notice I will enquire. 


IRISH ROAD CONTRACTS. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
VOL. LXXVIIL [Fourrn Series.] | 
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tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
since the passing of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act and the creation of 
‘the new bodies it is almost impossible to 
get the roads made in consequence of the 
objections made by landlords and agents 
to admit road contractors to quarries 
formerly quite free to all; whether he 
_ will advise the Local Government Board 
to issue and order under seal empower- 
ing magistrates to appoint arbitrators for 
the owners in case they refuse to name 
arbitrators themselves ; and whether he 
will advise the issue of a circular to 
magistrates directing them to so appoint 
_arbitrators to fix the value of land to be 
taken for quarry purposes. 





Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 

BALFouR) : The Local Government Board 
have received representations from one 
county only—namely, Longford—com- 
plaining of the difficulty experienced by 
road contractors in obtaining access to 
quarries. The Board have no power to 
issue an order under seal for the purpose 
specified in the second paragraph. Under 
the 162nd Section of the Grand Jury 
Act of 1836, as adopted by Order in 
Council, magistrates can make an order 
authorising the contractor to enter and 
take stones and gravel where the same 
cannot be conveniently found elsewhere, 
and they are also obliged to name a 
householder as arbitrator in the event of 
'the refusal or neglect of a surveyor or 
contractor to name one. It is the person 
in occupation, whether owner or tenant, 
| who has power to appoint the third arbi- 
trator. If he declines to do so, he cannot 
obtain compensation under the section. 
The answer to the last paragraph is, there- 
fore, in the negative. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will it not 
‘bring the whole proceedings to a stand- 
still if the right hon. Gentleman declines 
to issue the order ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Not at all. 


THE WARDEN ESTATE, KENMARE 

Mr. T. J. FARRELL (Kerry, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any eject- 
ment decrees were obtained at the late 
Kenmare Quarter Sessions by local 
landed proprietors named Warden against 
their tenants ; whether he can state how 
many of the tenants proceeded against 
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were judicial tenants, and how many, if 
any, were future tenants; and whether 
he can also say how many evicted farms 
are in the Warden estate. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The number of 
ejectment decrees referred to in the 
first paragraph of the hon. Member's ques- 
tionappearstohavebeenfour. TheGovern- 
ment cannot undertake to advise as to 
the legal status of the tenants proceeded 
against, and it would be contrary to 
practice to furnish information of the 
nature indicated in the concluding por- 
tion of the question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that this landlord has 
converted existing tenants into future 
tenants ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


(Questions. 


Order, order ! 


OGILBY ESTATE, CO. TYRONE. 

Mr. MURNAGAN (Tyrone, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware an 
order was made in 1891 by the Land 
Judge’s Court to sell the Ogilby Estate, in 
the county Tyrone, final notice and schedule 
being then served on the tenants ; whether 
he is aware the tenants made application 
to the Court two years ago to purchase 
their holdings ; will he explain why has 
the necessary valuation in response to the 
application not been made ; and will steps 
he taken to hasten the sale of this estate 
to the tenants. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
FOUR): The estate referred to is pre- 
sumably the Omagh, not the Ogilby 
estate. [ am informed by the solicitors 
having carriage of the sale that the incum- 
brancers objected to the sale being pro- 
ceeded within 1891. In February of last 
year, not twe years ago, as stated in the 
second paragraph, application was made 
to the Land Judge on behalf of the 
tenants that the case should be listed 
under the 40th section of the Land Act 
of 1896. The case was accordingly listed, 
but the rental has not yet been finally 
settled. The case has been adjourned by 
the Land Judge until June next, before 
which date the solicitors hope the settle- 
ment of the rental will be completed. 


EXTRA POLICE IN COUNTY KERRY. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


‘COMMONS} 
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he is 


(Juestions. 


Lieutenant of - Ireland \whether 


‘aware that a petition was presented to 


the magistrates at Sneem (County Kerry) 
Petty Sessions in May, 1899, praying for 
the removal of extra police stationed in 
that sub-district ; whether he has seen 
the copy of the memorial which was sent 
to him, signed by the local Catholic and 
Protestant ministers as well as others: 
and whether, as the magistrates in attend- 
ance approved of the petition owing to 
the peaceable condition of the district, 
any and what steps have since been taken 
by the Government to remove from the 
Sneem district the extra force of police 
stationed therein. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
FouR): The reply to the first and second 
paragraphs is in the affirmative. There 
are no extra police at Sneem chargeable 
to the district. It is true there is a small 
force stationed there, but their employ- 
ment involves no expense whatever upon 
the ratepayers, and it is not proposed to 
remove the police from the locality. 


OUT-NURSING IN [IRISH UNIONS. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that boards 
of guardians in Ireland have not the 
power of out-nursing children whose 
parents are in the workhouse ; whether 
he is aware that out-nursed children 
become more industrious and — useful 
members of society than if reared in the 
workhouse ; and whether he will alter the 
Local Government rule and allow boards 
of guardians to out-nurse all children 
under their charge. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFouR) : The answer to the first para- 
graph of this question is in the affirmative. 
The system of boarding out of pauper 
children is found to be advantageous to 
the children, if it is carried out under 
careful supervision. Asa rule this method 
of providing for orphan and deserted 
children is found to be more satisfactory 
than maintaining them in the workhouse. 
Boarding out provisions are restricted to 
orphan and deserted children by law, and 
not by any rule of the Local Government 
Board.’ It would require legislation to 


carry out the change suggested in the last 
paragraph. 
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Gentleman advise that 


legislation he 
introduced ? 

Ny ‘ ower re tr, 

{No answer was given. | 


STEAM TRAWLING IN WEXFORD BAY. 

Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he'is aware that the fol- 
lowing steam trawlers were discovered 
ishing in Wexford Bay inside prohibited 
limits, the ‘Pembroke Castle,” ‘“ Ack- 
nora” of Milford, “Bournemouth” of 
Bristol, and the “ Hydranca” ; whether 
those names have heen forwarded to the 
Inspectors of Fisheries ; and, if so, why 
has there been no prosecution; and 
whether the Government will 
mall gunboat to protect [rish fisheries. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT ror 
IRELAND (Mr. PLunkert, Dublin Co., 
‘): Perhaps [ may be permitted to reply 
w this question. ‘The cases referred to in 
the first paragraph were reported to the 
Inspectors of Fisheries and by them to the 
lrish Government, who were advised, after 
very careful inquiry, that there was not 
sifficient evidence to justify a prosecu- 
tion. The question in the last paragraph 
should be addressed to the Admiralty, 
bat [may say that the new Department 
of Agriculture will consider the desira- 
lility of having a special vessel to facili- 


diate the protection of Irish Fisheries from 


the depredations of these trawlers inside 
the prescribed limits. 


Mr. FFRENCH: May [ ask if it was 





Impossible to find the owners of the 
rawlers discovered fishing in prohibited 
raters 4 


Mr. ATKINSON: Perhaps I may 
uswer this, as it is a legal question. 
Although the trawlers were found in 
nohibited limits, it is absolutely necessary 
fore any prosecution can be undertaken 
0 ascertain the names of the men on 
ward in charge of the operations. It has 
een found impossible to obtain them. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has not the same 
Muswer been given by successive At- 
orneys General for years? Have not the 


Admiralty always refused to give Irish 
sheries any protection ! 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
First Lord of the Admiralty take steps to 


(Questions. 


‘send a gunboat to protect Wexford Bay 


from the encroachment of these foreign 
steam trawlers ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Or let us do it 
ourselves ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I 
notice of the question. 


must ask for 


CASE OF MICHAEL CURTIN. 

Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland under what. cir- 
cumstances and for what reason the Crown 
at the Winter Assizes in Cork declined to 
proceed with the prosecution of Mr. 
Michael Curtin on the charge of being 
implicated in the poisoning of hounds in 
West Limerick; whether the resident 
magistrate who returned Mr. Curtin for 
trial gave no opportunity for him to be 
legally represented, and refused bail, al- 
though such was forthcoming to the ex- 
tent of several thousand pounds ; could he 
state what was the nature of the evidence 
offered upon which Mr. Curtin was de- 
tained in custody and committed to 
County Cork gaol for a fortnight ; and, 
considering the circumstances, what steps 
will be taken to recoup Mr. Curtin for 
the expense he has incurred in providing 
legal means for his defence against a 
charge with which the Crown did not 
proceed. 


Mr. ATKINSON ( Me .G.. W; 
BALFOUR): Mr. Michael Curtin was. re- 
turned for trial for this offence by Mr. 
John French, R.M., on the 28th Novem- 
ber to the Winter Assizes at Cork, which 
commenced on the Ist December. There 
was no time in the interval to obtain an 
analysis of the contents of the stomachs of 
the hounds alleged to have been poisoned, 
and accordingly the Counsel representing 
the Crown, Mr. Matthew Bourke, @.C., 
directed that a bill should not be sent up 
to the Grand Jury, and that the accused 
should be discharged from custody. The 
evidence contained in the depositions dis 
closed a case of strong suspicion against 
Mr. Curtin, but was insufficient, in the 
opinion of counsel to justify putting him 
upon his trial. I cannot in reply to a 
question give the evidence in detail. Mr. 
Curtin was detained in custody for seven 
days, and the expenses of his witnesses, 
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amounting to £17, were paid by the | 
Crown. There is no foundation for the | 
statement that the committing magistrate 
refused to give Mr. Curtin an opportunity | 
of obtaining legal assistance. Mr. Curtin | 
was arrested at 9 a.m., and his case was | 
not taken up by the resident magistrate | 
until the afternoon. He had ample time 
to obtain that assistance if he so desired. | 
At the time of his arrest he was asked by 
the police if he desired to retain a solicitor 
to defend him, and replied in the negative. 
After the depositions had been completed 
Mr. Curtin asked for an adjournment in 
order to employ a solicitor, but his request 
was properly declined. The magistrate, | 
in his discretion, refused bail. There is 

no fund available to pay the expenses 

mentioned in the last paragraph. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether the political 
action of Mr. Curtin at the last local 
government elections had anything to do 
with the prosecution ? 


Mr. AUSTIN : What course does the | 


Crown propose to take with regard to 
the witnesses who were examined before 
the resident magistrate ? 

Mr. ATKINSON: They will be ex- 
amined again should there be a second 
trial. 

Mr. AUSTIN: Will they not be 
prosecuted for perjury ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


LIFFORD COUNTY COURT HOUSE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, on Monday last, Mr. Hard- 
man, D.L., the High Sheriff of County 
Donegal, with a posse of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary under District Inspector 
Dagg, turned out of the county court 
house at Lifford a contractor and his 


workmen who were employed in making | 


some alterations in that building according 
to the directions of the county council ; 
and by whose directions were the Royal 
Irish Constabulary employed for this 


purpose. 
Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 


Batrour): The High Sheriff, as legal 
custodian of the county court house, 





' tice. 
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IONS} 


applied for and obtained the assistance of 
the police, to which he was entitled, to 
resist the attempt of the contractor of 
the county council, without the High 
Sheriff's consent, to make structural 


|alterations in what is claimed to be a 


portion of the court house, and which, if 


| made, would in the opinion of the Sheriff 


interfere with the administration of jus- 
The plans of the proposed altera- 
tions are, I believe, to be submitted to the 
High Sheriff, and I have every hope that 
the matter in dispute will be amicably 


| arranged. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Having 
regard to these continual altercations be- 
tween High Sheriffs and county councils, 
will the right hon. Gentleman bring in an 
amending Bill placing full power in the 
hands of the county councils ? 


No answer was given. | 
5 J 


| IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS. 

Mr. GIBNEY (Meath, N.): I beg to: 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what provision is to be 
made to recoup the teachers of national 
| schools in Ireland, and national education 
generally, for the sum of £78,000 handed 
| over to the new Board of Agriculture in 
Ireland last year. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 


| BALrour): I am not able to make any | 


statement in reply to this question at 
present. 


CARRIAGE LICENCES IN DUBLIN. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, seeing that in the cities of 
Great Britain the revenue derivable from 
carriage and car licences is available to 
their respective corporations, he will take 
measures to have this system extended to 
the city of Dublin. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): Hackney vehicles are placed 
| under the control of the Commissioner of 
| Police in Dublin by the Act 16 & 17 Vict. 
| cap.112, and Section 6 of this Act directs 
that the duty levied on these vehicles 
shall be applied towards the expenses of 
' the force. The constitution of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police is similar to that of 
‘the London Metropolitan Police, in which 
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the same rule prevails as to the appro- 
priation of receipts for hackney carriage 
licences. Moreover, in the case of neither 
of these forces is there local control. It 
is true that in other cities in England, 
where the control of hackney vehicles is 
in the hands of the local authorities, the 
revenue derived from vehicles is paid to 
these authorities for municipal purposes, 
but it must be borne in mind that in 
these cities a much larger proportion of 
the cost of the police is paid from local 
rates than is the case in Dublin. 


Questions, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not the fact 
that since the right hon. Gentleman came 
into office the Irish Office have insisted on 
putting in a local Bill a provision affecting 
hackney carriages which has brought in 
an additional revenue of £700 a year ! 
ATKINSON: I 


Mr. must ask for 


notice. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT NEW. 
CASTLE WEST. 

Mr. AUSTIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he could explain why the arbitra- 
tor has not visited Newcastle West to 
value the lands under the Labourers (Ire- 
land) Acts, a scheme of cottages having 
been sanctioned by the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector many months back. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- | 


rouR): The provisional order confirming 
thescheme became absolute only on the 3rd 
ultimo. The maps and sehedules for arbi- 
tration purposes were not lodged by the 
district council until the 19th ultimo, 
and after these had been examined the 
Local Government Board appointed an 
arbitrator on the 6th inst. The requisite 
statutory advertisements must be pub- 
lished by the district council before the 
arbitrator can hold his inquiry or value 
the lands. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 

Sir T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Agricultural Department for Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
a motion adopted on the 5th instant by 


the Municipal Council of Dublin urging | 
upon the Lord Lieutenant the desirability | 
of transferring the contre] and manage- | 
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ment of the Science and Art Department 
in Ireland to the new Agricultural and 
Industrial Department ; and, whether 
he could inform the House if it is the in- 
tention of the Lord Lieutenant to exer- 


Questions. 


Fine . 
cise at an early date his own powers 


under Section 2 (1), (e), (f), (g) of the 
Agricultural and Technical Instruction 
(Ireland) Act, 1899. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: My attention has 
been called to the motion referred to in 
the question. It is the intention of the 
Lord Lieutenant to transfer to the Board 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
as from April Ist, the Science and Art 
Department’s institutions in Dublin— 
namely, the Royal College of Science, the 
Museum, the School of Art, the National 
Library and the Botanical Gardens ; but 
the grants in aid of science and art 
teaching will continue, for the present, to 
be administered, as heretofore, from South 
Kensington. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
Leader of the House whether he can say 
anything as to the business for the early 
part of next week, and whether on Mon- 
day the promised statement will be made 


relating to the military forces. What 
other business is to be taken ? 
THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


| SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 


E.): The right hon. Gentleman assumes 
that the debate on the Address will be 
finished to-morrow, and I also assume it. 
I feel sure that the House will regard a 
fortnight all but a single day as allowing 
sutficient latitude for the debate on the 
Queen’s Speech, and it is of the first 
importance that the House should at once 
proceed to that financial business which 
will no doubt occupy a very large portion 
of our time before the Easter holidays. 
If, as I hope, the debate on the Address 
is finished either to-night or to-morrow, 
my hon. friend the Under Secretary for 
War will, as soon as we have obtained 
certain facilities with regard to Tuesdays, 
proceed to introduce Supplementary Mili- 
tary Estimates, and make a full statement 
upon various questions of public military 
policy in which the country and the 
House are deeply interested. I shall also 








959 (Juestions. 


propose to submit the Supply Rule in its | 


old form on Monday in the hope that it 
may be passed without serious debate ; 
but if hon. Members indicate a desire to 
discuss it, then I would defer it for a day. 


*Mr. LOUGH: May Lask whether, in 
accordance with the promise given by the 
right hon. Gentleman last October, an 


opportunity will be afforded for the dis- | 


cussion of general questions raised by 
the Amendments to the Queen’s Speech. 
Does not the right hon. Gentleman think 
more time should be given to these ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
the hon. Member has misinterpreted what 
I said in October. I thought then that 
it would have been possible to dispense 
with the Queen’s Speech at the beginning 
of the present sittings; but we had to 
arrange otherwise. Still, I think hon. 
Members will agree that the House has 
had a very full opportunity of dealing | 
with the subjects in which it is interested. 
The war has no doubt absorbed a very 
large portion of time, and the reason 
is that the war is the topic —I had almost 
said the only topic—-in which either the 
House or the country is interested. I 
hope, therefore, no objection will be 
raised to the conclusion of the debate on 
the Address at the time which both the 
Leader of the Opposition and myself are 
agreed should be the extreme limit. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will an opportunity be afforded for 
a discussion of the financial relations 
between England and Ireland? I fear 
that if the course indicated by the right 
hon. Gentleman is persisted in we Irish 
Members will have no opportunity of dis- | 
cussing questions of vital importance to 
us. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: May I 
suggest that an opportunity might be 
given for the discussion of other topics 
mentioned in the Queen’s Speech after 
the House has heard the statement of 
the Under Secretary for War and dis- 
p sed of essential Government business, 


Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
May I point out that I have an Amend- | 
ment down on the Paper which has never | 
been discussed. It is one in which all | 


Government workers are deeply inte- | 


{COMMONS} 
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only fair if the right hon. Gentleman 
allowed the debate on the Address to. 
continue until Wednesday next. 


Sir T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 
Cannot a day be set apart for the discus- 
sion of the Catholic University question,. 
if we agree to the right hon. Gentleman's. 


| proposal to end the debate on the Address 


to-morrow ? 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give the House some in- 


_dication of the intentions of the Govern- 


ment in regard to the question of the 
redistribution of seats ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: If the First Lord 
of the Treasury meets the reasonable 
request of the [rish Members time will, in 
the long run, be saved. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will answer 
as many of the numerous questions put 
to me as possible. It is a mistake to 
suppose that on the Queen’s Speech it is 
expedient that everything which interests 
everybody should be discussed at length. 
If it were, it is manifest that the whole 
session would be occupied in the process. 
Of course, the Irish land question has 
always been with us, but the questions of 
financial relations and Irish University 
education has been recently very fully 


| debated, and I should have thought that 


a comparatively brief discussion would 
have sutticed, or even that there need 
not be any discussion at all. There 
are two full nights before us, and I do 
not see why we should not get through 
some of the more important Amendments 
on the Paper before the end of the sitting 
to-morrow night is reached, and I suppose 
it will be expedient to suspend the twelve 
o'clock rule to-morrow in order that the 
debate may be concluded. As to the 
Government taking Tuesdays, we feel 
obliged to ask for privileges before Easter 
for financial business, and respecting the 
question asked by the hon. Member for 


' Merthyr Tydvil, 1 may at once say that 
_ redistribution of seats before the general 
election is entirely outside the scope of 
the matters which are now interesting 


the House. The Government have not 
put it in the Queen’s Speech, and they 
do not intend to introduce in the course 
of the present session any Redistribution 
Bill. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope the 


rested, and I would suggest it would be | right hon. Gentleman will not suspend! 
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the Twelve o’clock Rule to-morrow. There 
are one or two topics which are 
considered of great importance by the 
overwhelming majority of the Members 
for Ireland, and although we do not desire 
to have long first class debates on them 
we do think they should not be excluded 
from discussion, as it is quite conceivable 
they will be if the debate is closed to- 
morrow night. We have no desire to put 
off umecessarily the statement on military 
affairs, but surely under the circumstances 
our request is a reasonable one. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have given 
the House my honest opinion with regard 
to the real inwardness of the situation, 
and I cannot alter my view that I think 
the debate should end to-morrow night. 
Surely the hon, Gentleman can find by 
then an opportunity of discussing the 
topics in which he is interested. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


(E1GgutTH Day’s DEBATE. ] 


Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [30th January |, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


Jost Gracious Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Captain Prety- 
mun, ) 


Question again proposed, 
Debate resumed. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR (APPLICATION OF 
PatTRioTIC FUND). 
*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): It can- 


not be denied that two of the principal 
features of the present war which 


redound to the nation’s credit have been 
the bravery of our troops—whether they 
be members of the Regular Army, the 
Navy, or the Volunteers—and the deter- 
mination on the part of the public to 
endeavour by their generous contributions 
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to make provision for the dependents 
of those who have been called to the 
front. and to succour permanently 
the widows and children of those 
who lose their lives. The amount of 
money that has already been collected 
for this purpose is undoubtedly large, 
and I am confident it will be increased. 


But, at the same time, the needs. 
will increase, the strain upon these 


resources will be heavy, and I do not think 
they will be found to be adequate. I 
have, therefore, felt it my duty to call 
attention to existing funds subscribed 
by the generosity of the public for 
kindred purposes, which have available 
surpluses and accumulations which, in my 
opinion, ought to be applied to the needs 
ot the present war. The spirit of 
generosity actuating the country at the 
present time is highly commendable. It 
is no new experience. The same has 
always manifested itself in times of war 
or of catastrophe. During the Crimean 
War the sum of £1,500,000 was coilected, 
and resulted in the Royal Patriotic Com- 
mission being issued in 1854. Its object 
was, to quote the actual words of the 
Royal Commission, “to aid the just and 
faithful distribution of ” the money sub- 
scribed. Her Majesty at that time 
appointed a body of Commissioners, and 
they were solemnly charged “to make 
full and diligent inquiry into the best 
means by which the subscriptions can 
be best applied according to the generous 
intentions of the donors thereof,” and 
also to make it their duty and concern 
to “secure the most impartial and 
beneficent distribution of all such sums 
as may hereafter and from time to time 
be received.” I have set myself to-day 
the task of endeavouring to show— 
and I think I can successfully show— 
how little the “ generous intentions of the 
donors ” have been respected and how the 
Commissioners have failed utterly to 
appreciate what was intended by a 
“just and faithful distribution.” I 
would like at the outset to ask a ques- 
tion and supply the answer myself, and I 
think the House will agree with both. 
What is the intention of subscribers to 
such funds as are administered by the 
Patriotic Commissioners ? My conception 
is that those who subscribe to a fund 
for a particular set of sufferers desire, 
undoubtedly, that it should be gradually 
but completely exhausted for their benefit. 
| I think that is the motive which actuates 


Eighth Day. 
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{COMMONS} 


everybody who subscribes at the present | 


moment. 


I shall be able to show that | 


that has not been the conception of | 


the Patriotic Commissioners in dealing 
with the various funds which have 
been handed over to them; for their 
policy has been something quite contrary 
to that. They have not only disregarded 
the “ generous intentions of the donors,” 
but they have paid scant regard to the 
public opinion which has been raised 
against them time after time; in fact, 
their policy has heen one of hoarding the 
funds entrusted tothem. I do not think 
that there is a general knowledge as to 
what these funds are that are adminis- 
tered by the Patriotic Commissioners. 
Everybody appears to know of the fund 
which became associated with the Crimean 
War, but the funds administered by the 
Patriotic Commissionersare very numerous. 
They amount to as many as eighteen 
individual funds, most of which have 
been subscribed by the public for a 
specific set of sufferers, and in addition 
to that they control large and permanent 
educational endowments which have been 
set aside by them from moneys subscribed 
by the public to the original Crimean Fund. 
Now, I propose to examine some of the 
funds in detail, in order to criticise the 
method of the Patriotic Commissioners, 
and I date my examination back from 
1881, for a reason which I will presently 
make clear. The first fund I will take is 
that of the original Patriotic Fund sub- 
scribed in 1854, or about forty-six years 
ago. The original amount subscribed was 
£1,500,000. There remains of this  to- 
day £607,000, or about two-fifths of the 
original amount, which includes the 
educational endowments. Here I might 
say that the setting aside of sums of money 
from this fund for permanent educational 
endowments is contrary to the wishes 
of the public and to the instruction of 
the proclamation of the Queen which 
called the Commissioners into being. 


They had no more right to devote money | 


to permanent educational endowment than 
would the Lord Mayor to-day have to build 
and permanently endow a school or insti 
tution from the funds now being collected 
under his egis. From the moment the 
Patriotic Commissioners took that course 
they got into difficulties, and they had 
continued from then until now to bear the 
weight of their original sin. A Govern- 
ment inquiry was, however. held, and in 


the result they condoned that offence and | 


Mr. Kearley. 


' Fund twere 


} 


is the “ Captain” 
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passed an Act legdlising the illegality. 
Now, in 1881 the capital, excluding the 
permanent education endowments, which 
amounted to £237,500, amounted to 
£481,000, and the liabilities on the 
to 2,306 widows and 303 
orphans, and there was a_ surplus of 
assets of £62,000. I will pass now 
to 1896, and what do we find? The 
liabilities had fallen for widows from 2,306 
in 1881 to 1,244, and for orphans from 303 
in the former period to 16, while the 
surplus assets had mounted up to the 
enormous sum of £109,000, the capital 
remaining at practically £400,000. Over 
all this area of time the surplus was 
augmented, and over all the liabilities 
were naturally decreased. In spite of 
these facts, however, no attempt whatever 
was made to administer this surplus for the 
benefit of the poor persons for whom the 
Fund was originally subscribed. The next 
fund, which I will deal with only briefly, 
Fund. It was sub- 
scribed thirty years ago, in 1870, the 
original amount being £4,000. Of this 
there is still £37,000 remaining. Now, 
when people subscribe to these funds 
they have a right to demand that they 
shall be exhausted for the benefit of the 
people whom it was sought to benefit. 
Let us see what happened. In 1881-1 
will tell you presently why I take 188] 
—the capital stood at £31,700. The 
liabilities were as to 109 widows and 
77 orphans, and there was a surplus 
of £7,500. Last year, in 1898, that 
is, the number of widows had fallen to 
eighty, and all the children had dis- 
appeared ; but the surplus had mounted 
up to £17,000. Now, no additional 
annuitant had been put on this fund 
of the dependents of those men who 
lost their lives in Her Majesty’s ship 
“ Captain” ; and the terms of my Amend- 
ment are framed with a view to detach- 
ing these surpluses, and making them 
applicable to the present war. The 
next fund is that of the “Eurydice, 
which was subscribed to relieve the 


‘necessities of the relatives of those who 


| amount 
' £19,000, £3,000 of which was devoted 


were lost in H.M.S. “ Eurydice,” which 
went down in 1878. The original 
subscribed was altogether 
to the Royal Naval Reserve Fund, 
leaving the amount appropriated to the 
“Eurydice” Fund at £16,000. After 
the twenty-two years which have elapsed 
since the Fund was subscribed there 
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now remains £15,100, or nearly | here, that these figures are not my own; 
the whole of the original amount|I took them from the Patriotic Commis- 
subscribed. In 1881 the capital | sioners’ reports, hence they cannot claim 
stood at £15,000. There were thirty- | ignorance of these facts. The Royal Naval 
eight widows and forty-seven orphans. | Relief Fund is the next. It was started 
Moreover, the surplus, which in the first | in 1879; but it was not a fund to which 
year was £930, stood in 1898 at £4,800. | the public had subscribed. It consisted 
To-day the capital is £15,100, and there | | of a sum detached from the “ Eurydice’ 

are receiving relief thirty- three widows | | fund, of £3,000, and also a fund subscribed 
and one child. The Zulu War Fund is) in relief of the sufferers by the explosion on 
the next I deal with, and it is in a similar, board H.M.S. “Thunderer” of £2,000. 
condition. It was subscribed in 1879,' Out of the original combined total of 
the original amount being £25,500 ;| £5,000 there remains a sum of £8,000. 
and to-day it stands even higher than | Now the av erage expenditure of this fund 
it did at its inception, for it amounts | has never exceeded £50 a year, though the 
to £27,500. There are certain par-| total subscribed amounts to no less than 
ticular features about this fund that I) £8,000. It is burdened with no more 
would like to lay before the House, all | than two widows and two orphans. I pass 
pointing to the defective policy pursued on to the Rodriguez Fund, which will 
by the Patriotic Commissioners in distri- | certainly require some explanation. It was 
buting this fund. It was considered to | bequeathed in 1857, and was the bequest 
be a poor fund, and the Royal Patriotic | of Don Francisco Rodriguez, of Manilla, 
Commissioners arranged originally that | who in a generous moment presented a 
the widows of those who were under the | large sum of money to this country “ for 
rank of an officer, that is to say, of | the relief of the families of English sub- 
non-commissioned officers and _ privates, | jects wounded or dying in the wars.” 
should receive no more than 3s. 6d. per) The original amount handed over to the 
week and Is. for every child. A large | Commissioners i in 1865 was £7,400 ; and 
percentage of these widows remarried ‘there remains to-day of this bequest no 
and went off the fund. That | less than £16,000. The fund has been 
took place within three or four years | hoarded all these years till it has reached 
of the conclusion of the Zulu War, | that sum. Now, since 1863—when the 
and this fund, supposed to be a poor one, | fund was partially handed over—the 
showed a surplus of over £6,200 in 1883. | balance being handed over in 1865—up 
The Commissioners then decided to raise to 1880 not a single penny was spent. 
the pensions of the widows of the non- | Can anybody assert for a single moment 
commissioned officers. But here isa most that nobody was wounded or died in the 
curious fact which I would like you to | wars whose necessities did not command 
consider, viz., that while the non-commis- | alleviation in that period under the 
sioned officers’ widows had the increase, bequest? [An Hon. MEMBER: What 
the allowance to the widows of privates; about the indigent families?] The 
was not increased. They continued to | question seems to be whether or not the 
receive the 3s. 6d. per week and 1s. per Commissioners were handicapped by cer- 
child. Up to 1883 the surplus assets | tain conditions imposed by the trust. 
amounted to £6,200. In 1886, in spite | Certainly it depends upon the conditions 
of the increase to widows of non- com- | of the fund; but I would remind the 
missioned officers, the figures went up | hon. Member that the Act of Parliament 
higher still, and in 1889 the surplus in-| swept away all those conditions. 
creased to £12,500. At that moment Another bequest of a Greek merchant, 
the Commissioners were spending less | Sir Constantine Zervudachi, is that known 
than their income, and yet the pensions | as the Zervudachi Fund, instituted in 
to the widows of privates remained the | 1883 with the gift of £1, 300. It has in- 
same. In 1892 the — had become | creased to £2,000 ; but not a penny was 
further augmented to £12,600 ; and then, | spent till the Parliamentary Committee 
and then only, the widows of the most | held its inquiry, since w hen about £30 a 
needy class of recipients received an in-| year has been distributed. I now pass 
crease on that miserable pittance of 3s.6d. | to a fund to which I have already made 
per week which they had been receiving | some reference in the course of my 
for nine years. It was raised to 5s. per | speech, one not subscribed by the public 
week, and 2s. per child. May I say, | at all. It is the Soldiers’ Effects Fund, 


Eighth Day. 
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being formed of the unclaimed balances 
of soldiers’ effects transferred by the 
War Office under the Regimental 
Debts Act of 1863. It would appear 
that a sufticient number of persons eligible 
to utilise this fund could not be discovered, 
and it was said by the Commissioners, 
“we have had po application for relief,” 
though its scope was of the widest 
character, including death by wounds in 
war, accident, and, in short, any cause 
attributable to service. The War Office 
was guilty of a grave dereliction of duty 
to allow money to pass out of their hands 
to be administered by a foreign body 
over whom they had no control. The 
first instalment was paid over in 1884 by 
the War Department to the Patriotic 
Commissioners. The sum was £44,000. 
In 1890 this had augmented to £93,000 ; 
in 1895 it had increased to £134,000 ; in 
1898 to £155,000; and to-day, in reply 
to a question, my hon. friend mentioned 
that the fund had increased to £160,000. 
The income of the Soldiers’ Effects Fund 
for the last four years has been £20,676, 
vet out of it all the insignificant sum of 
£4,513 has been spent, or practically only 
one-fourth of the whole. Sir, whatever 


may be the explanation of — this 
hoarding up to the present time, 


for the future there will be plenty 
of beneficiaries who will require all 
the assistance they can get, in respect of 
the benefits they are entitled to. I have 
endeavoured, Sir, to set out these funds 
in detail in order to prove my case, and | 
submit that there are, firstly, available 
surpluses from many funds that cannot 
now by lapse of time be applied to 
their original purpose and that there- 
fore they ought to be detached and 
utilised for kindred purposes ; secondly, 
there are accumulations—I distinguish 
between accumulations and surpluses ; 
arising from the fact that the uncharged 
capital has not been utilised at all. I 
ask if there is any justification for this 
policy of accumulation of these funds ? 
Have there been any fettering restric- 
tions? My hon. friend suggested that 
some are subject to restrictions. Now 
in i881, as the result of the departmental 
inguiry into the maladministration of the 
Patriotic Fund, the Government expressly 


aAece, ‘ ‘ Jo ply. 2 ‘ H ait : 
passed an Act of Parliament to enable | to the proposal of the Commissioners, pending 


the Commission to deal with all their 
surpluses as they might accumulate from 
time to time, and whatever justification 
they may have had prior to then, no 
Mr. Kearley. 


{COMMONS} 


| whereby’ an 


| Fund in 1897.” 
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' valid excuse could be offered for all this 


continued hoarding, because the Commis- 
sioners had this Act of Parliament 
application could be 
made to the Secretary of State for War 
in order to make the surpluses available. 
But I would like the House to bear 
with me for a moment, while I examine 
the case as presented by the Patriotic 
Commissioners themselves. The Chair- 
man of the Executive Fund of the Royal 
Patriotic Commission is a gentleman who 
bears an honoured name—Lord Nelson. 
He is the Chairman of the Finance 
Committee of the Royal Patriotic Commis- 
sion. He did me the honour to reply 
in the press a few weeks ago to certain 
strictures I had passed on their policy, 
complaining of their delay in not having 
availed themselves of this Act for utilising 
their surplus funds. “Our answer is” 
Lord Nelson states—“ that we were con- 
tinually applying to successive Govern- 
ments to extend the power of the original 
Commission, but only obtained power 
to deal with the surplus of the Patriotic 
Well, what are the facts ? 
Sir, no application was made to any 
Government until after the Parliamentary 
Committee was appointed, and yet the 
Chairman of the Executive and Finance 
Committee assures us that repeated appli- 
cations were made to “ successive Govern- 
ments.” The Select Committee was 
appointed in February, 1895, and it was 
not until April of that year that the 
Royal Commissioners showed a feverish 
anxiety to put this Act into force. The 
Secretary of State for War at that time 
was the present Leader of the Opposition, 
and in reply to the application which was 
made he said that he preferred to await 
the Report of the Select Parliamentary 
Committee appointed to inquire into and 
report upon the Patriotic Funds. In 
June of that year the Rosebery Govern- 
ment fell and Lord Lansdowne went to 
the War Office. A renewed application 
was made, which brought the following 
caustic reply — 

“ Whiist fully recognising the position in 
which the Commissioners of the Patriotic 
Fund are placed by the receipt of many 
deserving applications for relief, which the 
Commissioners are unable to afford, though 
possessed of ample funds, he could not consent 


the report of the Parliamentary Committee.” 


So much for the excuse proffered by the 
Chairman of the Patriotic Commissioners 
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for their delay. Well, now I will deal 
with the excuse he offers for the hoarding 
of these funds. He admits practically 
all my figures as to the surpluses, and 
he also admits there are large accumula- 
tions. But he meets us with the startling 
proposition that for certain of these funds, 
notably the ‘Soldiers’ Effects Fund” and 
the “ Rodriguez Fund,” they are only 
indirectly responsible. Lord Nelson 
said— 

“ The Soldiers’ Effects Fund is administered 
vy us under directions from the War Office, 
ant it will be for the War Office and not us 
to say whether the interest only or the capital 
is to be dealt with.” 


949 


That was not true, for the War Office 
had nothing to do with the Soldiers’ 


Effects Fund, which is administered 
and regulated by Royal Warrant ; 
and if the House will bear with me 


fora moment, I will read the terms of 
the Royal Warrant which alone regu- 
lates its distribution. It directs —- 


“All residues and income and accumula- 
tions of income so to be paid over or transferred 
as aforesaid from time to time, shall form one 
fund to be called the ‘ Soldiers’ Effects Fund,’ 
to be under the management and control of 
the Executive Committee for the time being, of 
Our Commissioners for the time being of the 
said Patriotic Fund, but subject to and under 
such orders and regulations as may from time 
to time be made by Our said Commissioners, 
or any three or more of them, and shall be 
applied in payment of such compassionate, 
annual, or other allowances, to the widows and 
children or other dependent relatives of soldiers 
(ying on service, or within six months after 
discharge, and generally in such manner for the 
benefit of such widows and children or other 
dependent relatives of soldiers dying as afore- 
sal, as the said Executive Committee, or any 
two or more of them, shall, from time to time, 
think fit, — consideration being given 
to the widows and children of soldiers on the 
married establishment, who — 

“(a.) Were killed in action, or died of wounds 
received in action, or from illness which 
can be directly traced to fatigue, priva- 
tion, or exposure incident to active 
operations in the field, within twelve 
months of sustaining such wound or 
contracting such illness. 

“(b.) Died from an injury directly traceable 
to military duty within twelve months 
of sustaining such injury. 

“(¢.) Died from illness directly traceable to 
fatigue, privation or exposure in the per- 

_ formance of military duty. 

“The widows and children of mobilised 
Army Reserve men dying as aforesaid shall be 
considered as on the married establishment.” 


As regards the accumulation of the 
Rodriguez Fund, Lord Nelson says-— 


“There were peculiar clauses which required 
legal definition causing some delay.” 
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It is rather an extravagant excuse to say 
that there were legal difficulties and 
clauses which require definition in regard 
to a fund which was handed over in the 
year 1863, because those difficulties ought 
to have been discovered and dealt with 
long ago. I should have thought the 
Commissioners would have got rid of all 
those difficulties during the time which 
they have been hoarding up this fund. An 
explanation may be offered by ap rented 
who will probably speak in this debate 
that it is the actuarial advice which 
governs the action of the Patriotic Com- 
missioners in this matter. The Commis- 
sioners employ one of the most distin- 
guished actuaries of the day, for he is a 
man well known and at the head of his. 
profession. He is employed to audit 
their accounts, and possibly my hon. and 
gallant friend may attempt to explain 
some of these matters by saying that the 
Commissioners acted upon the advice of 
the actuary. But the actuary has no 
advising power in connection with the 
Royal Patriotic Commission, and he 
attempts to give no advice whatever. 
[An Hon. MEMBER: Oh, oh!] I cross- 
examined the actuary myself before 
the Committee upstairs, and he assured 
that Select Committee that his position 
began and ended at this—that he gave no 
advice whatever, but when there was a 
specification handed to him setting out so 
many widows, so many re-married women, 
and so forth he made a report upon it. 
The Select Parliamentary Committee 
found that there were surpluses of 
£107,000 available. and accumulations 
of £160,000 which ought to be utilised. 
3ut notwithstanding this finding. nothing 
has happened since except that the 
accumulations have gone on accumulating, 
and the surpluses have gone on increasing. 
They applied to the Minister for War for 
a supplementary Commission, which they 
obtained, but it was a mere sham and 
delusion. They set aside a surplus amount- 
ing to £110,000 of the original Patriotic 
Fund, on the pretence that they were 
going to utilise it. What has happened ? It. 
was set aside in 1897, and in the first year 
they spent £230 only. The next year 
this fund amounted to £117,000, and they 
spent £3,700. They have placed on the 
fund a number of aged and decayed 
widows, whose husbands fought for us: 
in the Crimea forty-five years ago. To 
show the cruelty of this belated policy, 
let me ask the House to bear with me a 
Eighth Day. 
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little longer while I mention the ages of 
the pensioners who have just been put on 
this fund, and who ought to have been put 
on many years ago. I will take 362 
recipients. Of this total 65 are of an 
average age of 70 years, 116 average 75, 
117 average 80 years, 53 average 85 
years, and 11 have an average of over 90 
years of age. 
these Patriotic Commissioners should have 
had the heartlessness to keep these 
poor old women out of the benefit of 
the money for so many years. They 
may argue that these poor 
were not entitled to it at all, but 
I say that if the Commissioners 
had done their duty the fund would 
have been exhausted on behalf of those who 
were originally intended to be benefited. 
I would now like to say one or two words 
in the nature of a historical survey of 
the career of this bedy. The Patriotic 
Commissioners have entirely lost the 
confidence of the public, in fact they lost 


that contidence forty years ago. The Com- | 


mission has been in hot water either with 
the Government or the public throughout 
the whole of its career. In 1881 a joint 


departmental inquiry was held, Sir Robert | 


Hamilton and Mr. Lefroy being entrusted 
with it. After that inquiry Mr. Childers 
and Lord Northbrook came to the con- 
clusion that the only cure for the Royal 
Patriotic Commission was to dissolve it, 
and they gave them notice to that effect, 


and they only afterwards escaped dissolu- | 


tion by the skin of their teeth. But even 
this did not reform them, and they never 
will be reformed. Let me remind the 


House what happened in 1893 in connec- | 


Then 


tion with the “ Victoria” disaster. 


the nation made large contributions, and | 
£70,000 was handed over to the Patriotic | 


Commissioners in June. But not until the 
following November—four months after 


the disaster—did these Commissioners dis- | 


tribute a single penny, the delay being 


defended on the ground that other funds | 


were being administered and _ they 
were desperately afraid of overlapping. 
We succeeded at that time in awakening 
public opinion. The amount it was oriyi- 
nally intended to give to the widows was 
only 3s. 6d. a week, and the result of the 
agitation was that the pensions were 
nearly doubled. What explanation did the 


Commissioners offer? Did they admit the | 
truth, that it was fear and fear alone of | 
public censure which made them increase | 


these pensions? No, they asked us to 
Mr. Kearley. 


{COMMONS} 


It seems incredible that | 


people | 
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| believe that the original allotment was 
| purely provisional. I myself moved in this 
| House for a return of the pensions they 
had allotted. They made that return on 
‘the lower scale of pensions, and, as [| 
argued before the Committee upstairs, and 
| as I repeat now, it was a most improbable 
thing that the Patriotic Fund Commis- 
sioners should have made a return to this 
House of a scale of pensions altogether 
‘different from that which they finally 
intended to allot. They had no in. 


tention whatever of fully utilising the 
Victoria Fund. They _ intended to 


hoard it precisely as they had hoarded 
other funds. Well, I am glad to say we 
secured a more liberal distribution of that 
fund, and I hope that the result of this 
debate will be that the other funds in 
‘the possession of the Commissioners will 
be similarly dealt with. After all, the 
question is, what is to be done? I have 
‘followed this matter since 1893, and | 
believe that nothing but Government 
intervention will rid the country of this 
abuse. It may be a question of reform- 
ing or dissolving the body—TI care not 
which, though if I had my choice 
I would prefer that it should he 
dissolved—but there should be an 
independent valuation of the whole of 
the funds controlled by these gentlemen. 
When I speak of an independent I mean 
an actuarial valuation. I am not suggest- 
ing that Mr. Finlaison should not be con- 
sulted, but that the examination should 
partake of the character of that carried 
out by our great insurance offices. Let 
there be an investigation as to the liabili- 
ties and the contingent liabilities to pro- 
vide for the beneficaries, but do not let 
us go on year after year with these 
visible surpluses, especially when a time 
of national distress has arrived in con- 
nection with our losses in the present war, 
when every penny is required. I assert 
ithat if the Government will only carry 
out our suggestion they will find they can 
| get at once from the Patriotic Commis 


/sioners’ hoard a sum not less than 
£500,000, not including the £270,000 
which unfortunately was handed to 


them by the Lord Mayor recently. It 
amounts to this, that there is prac 
tically within the grasp of the Govern- 
ment for the benefit of the widows and 
orphans of those who have lost, or may 
lose, their lives in the war, a sum larger 
than the amount subscribed to the 
| Mansion House Fund. How can they 
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afford to disregard this appeal ? Can they 
offer the excuse that what I have said is 
not true? I have given details, and I 


hope I have convinced the House that a | 


great scandal exists which ought to be 
brought to an end. Some of us have 
tried for many years to bring that about. 
The Commissioners are a most influential 
hody. We are not attacking them indi- 
vidually, but those managing the fund 
entrench themselves behind such great 


names as the First Lord of the Admiralty, | 


the Secretary of State for War, and the 
Governor of the Bank of England, who 
are Commissioners, but who take no 


active part in the administration of the | 
The fact is that the fund is man- | 


fund. 
aged by the permanent secretary and a 
small coterie, and that there is, therefore, 
maladministration. A letter was pub- 


lished the other day from Sir George , 
Hayter Chubb in reply to something I. 
had said, and it merely quoted the names | 
| do not desire that the servants of the State 
' should be in a worse position than other 


of the distinguished men on the body, 
and asked, “ What is the good of anyone 
attempting to suggest that this fund is not 
properly administered?” These great 
names make up what is called in financial 
circles a good “front page.” The fund 
is not properly administered. A million 


of money is concerned ; it wants proper | 
control, and I hope the Government will | 


now take steps in the matter. I beg to 


move the Amendment standing on the | 


Paper in my name. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- | 


field): My first duty is to congratulate 
my hon. friend on the very able and 
lucid statement he has given in refer- 
ence to the Patriotic Fund, and my 
second to associate myself with the view 
that perhaps the greatest 
our brave, soldiers, who are in a difficult 
and trying position at the front to-day, is, 
if they should be killed or wounded to 
morrow, what would become of those 
dependent on them? And I consider it is 
the duty of this House to do everything 
possible to make our soldiers’ minds as 
comfortable as we can, and also the minds 
of their dependents at home—their 
mothers, wives, and _ children—who 
have a right to our sympathy, and 
who number hundreds of thousands. 


There is one fact not disputed in connec- 
tion with these funds, and that is that 
they are badly administered, and not 
administered in a businesslike manner. 
That is a proposition which I believe 
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trouble of | 
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| anyone who has looked into the reports 


must acknowledge. My second pro- 
position is that although we appointed a 
Committee to inquire into and report 
on this matter, practically nothing has. 
been done, and what little has been done 
has not touched the real grievance. My 


| third proposition is that a public duty 
' attempted to be performed by charity has 
| been an absolute failure. 
_ago the Colonial Secretary brought in an 


A few years 


Employers’ Liability Bill, whereby the de- 
pendents of any person killed or any person 


‘injured had a claim against the employer 


concerned. Why not apply the same: 
principle to our soldiers and sailors whem 
killed or wounded on active service as 
is applied to the soldiers of industry ? 
That is a suggestion which I hope the 
Colonial Secretary, with his great power 
in the Cabinet, will consider and carry out. 
I believe it would be most popular in the 
country, and I am sure the Government 


employees. Doing this business by 
charity has failed and failed ignominiously, 


‘notwithstanding the great names attached 
'to the fund, as these gentlemen do not 
| give an hour’s work to it, and cannot be: 


expected to® I will give one illustration 
| not mentioned by my hon. friend to show 
| how the fund has been administered. I 
refer to the administration of the 
| Balaclava Fund. A sum was subscribed 
for the men who survived the Balaclava 
charge. About twenty-three of them are 
alive now. The common-sense principle 
would have been to purchase annuities 
for these men ; but nothing of the sort 
was done, and when the last man on the 
fund is dead there will be about 
£2,000 left. If the last man or 
the two or three last men went to a 
clever solicitor, and if the matter 
were brought into the courts, I believe 
they could claim every penny. The 
money was subscribed absolutely for 
| them, and the Royal Patriotic Fund has 
| neither a legal nor a moral right to keep 
‘the money from them. While I speak 
| with the highest respect of the very 
honourable men connected with the 
fund, I must say they neglected their 
duty in allowing some of these men to go 
into the workhouse because they did not 
receive the money which belonged to 
them. I sincerely hope the Government 
will now go seriously into this question 
and settle this fund on the basis of the 


Eighth Day. 
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recommendations of the Committee of |I am not competent to deal with all 
this House. I hope they will go further | the funds, but only with che “Captain ” 
and relieve the anxiety of our soldiers,| Fund, for it was mainly at my 
who are fighting well under the most | suggestion that that fund in 1872 was 
«difficult and trying circumstances with | handed over to the Patriotic Commis- 

. o,5 | . 
which the British Army has ever had to} sioners. It was handed over under a dis- 
contend. I beg, Sir, to second the Amend- | tinct trust deed, the terms of which were 
ment. | settled with legal assistance. 

Amendment propesed—— | Mr. KEARLEY: Does my hon. and 

| gallant friend maintain the > “Captain ” 

“At the end of the Question to add the | eo ae ea _— eo the Capt an 
words, ‘But we desire humbly to represent to | #UNd 1s still subject to that deed ! If he 
Your Majesty that it is the duty of Your | looks at the schedule of the Patriotic 
Majesty's present advisers cot ap immediate | Fund Act of 1881 he will find that the 
and etlective action to ensure that the accumu- . : . 

1 1 . d was expressly schedule re w 
lations and available surpluses of various funds fun iw ten gion A schedul d there with 
administered by the Royal Patriotie Commis- | ™@1y other | unds, so that the surplus 
sions should be applied for the benetit of the | could he applied irrespective of the trust 
widows and children of officers and men of | deed. 

Your Majesty's military and naval forees who 
lose their lives in the war in South Africa.’ ”— 
«Mr. Kearley.) 


| 
| *ApmIrAL FIELD: It is possible that 
the surplus may be given to some other 
| naval object. There is a provision in the 
| deed that after every care has been taken 
to meet the claims of every widow and 
*A pMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne); | Orphan who had a claim on the fund the 
{ feel it my duty to offer a few observa-| balance should be handed over to the 
tions in reply to the hon, Gentleman, as | Royal Naval Relief Fund. This was, in 
a member of the executive committee of | fact, the first nucleus of the Royal Naval 
the “Captain” Relief Fund. The hon. telief Fund. Surely my hon. friend 
Member for Devonport desgrves much | Will not deny that itis necessary to make 
eredit for the interest he has shown in| actuarial calculations when you have to 
the general administration of the Patriotic deal with widows and children, and the 
Fund, but when he says that the public | actuary has to allow a_ considerable 
have lost confidence in the Patriotic Fund | margin for epidemics of disease. I be- 
Commissioners, I think the hon. Gentle- | lieve that the “ Captain” Fund, as well as 
ian must bear a great deal of the respon- | all the other funds, has been admirably 
sibility for that want of confidence. He , administered. The hon. Gentleman 
has brought charges of a very serious | Stated that the surplus of the “Cap 
eharacter against the Commissioners, and | tain Fund has grown to such dimensions 
obtained a Parliamentary Committee of | that it now amounts to £37,000. — But 
Inquiry ; but the result of that investiga- | the hon. Gentleman forgot that that 
tion was practically to absolve the Com- | might be due to the wisdom with which 
missioners from the serious charges brought the funds were invested. It Was at first 
against them. I have not much fault to proposed to invest the whole of the “ Cap- 
find with the form in which he has/| tain” Fund in Three per Cent. Consols. 
brought forward his Amendment I opposed that tooth and nail, and at my 
suggestion one-third was invested in New 
: ee South Wales Government Stock, one third 

pluses of various funds administered by the}. oy. Ge ace : 
Royal Patriotic Commissioners should be | 1 Canadian Stock, and one third in Indian 
applied for the benefit of the widows and chil- | railways. These investments have largely 
dren of officers and men of the military and | grown. The pensions and scale of allow- 
naval forces who lose their lives in the war in | ances to widows and children with a 

South Africa. | ae 

claim on the fund were based on the same 
| think that suggestion is not objection- | lines as those applied in the administration 
able, and might be fairly well entertained. of the Crimean funds. There must be 
But the hon. Member did not seem to | some principle in the administration of 
have sufficient regard, in his attack on| every fund. The Commissioners are 
the administration, to the fact that many | trustees for the subscribers, but I do not 
of those funds to which he alluded are | share the view of my hon. friend, who 
governed by distinct trusts and conditions. | goes so far as to say that the funds sul- 


Mr. Bayley. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
jhe there added.” 


“That the accumulations and available sur- 
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scribed should be used entirely for those for 
whom they were subscribed, without any 
reservation whatever. For if the nation 
were to subscribe an enormously large 
amount to a fund, as has been the case in 
the present war, it might be that the 
widows would be placed in the position of 
being infinitely better off than if their 
husbands were alive. My hon. friend is 
illogical, for by the terms of his Amend- 
ment he proposes to depart from the 
principle he has laid down, and to take 
away the accumulations of the old funds, 
and apply them to sufferers from the war 
in South Africa. I do not object to that, 
for [agree that it would be a very good 
thing if a reasonable amount of these 
surpluses were applied to widows and 
orphans of men who have lost their lives 
in the South African War. At the present 
time, however, I do not think the Com- 
missioners would be justified in trans- 
ferring the whole surplus of the ‘Captain ” 
Fund to the Royal Naval Relief Fund. 
The hon. Member for Chesterfield 
may have possibly some ground of 
censure of the Patriotic Commissioners 
for undue delay in granting relief. I 
believe that that mode of administration 
has been remedied. I quite agree that 
immediate relief is necessary, even if it 
he only a small sum, until adequate in- 
quiry has been made: but my belief is 
that the delay is caused by the enormous 
number of applicants, and it takes time 
to make the necessary enquiries. The 
Patriotic Fund Commissioners have 
worked laboriously and well, particularly 
the Secretary, who is one of the ablest 
men I have ever come across in adminis- 
tering charitable funds. The public mind 
had been unduly poisoned against the 
administration of the Fund. The hon. 
(sentleman expressed the hope that 
the fund would be transferred to the 
War Office. I trust that that will never 
he done, for the War Office has enough to 
lo with its proper duties. In the present 
administration there is a most admirable 
machinery, tested by the experience of 
years. It may require some reform ; 
then reform it by all means, and make it 
a perfect machine. It ramifies all over 
the country, and, with the aid of district 
paymasters and the Post Office, I do not 
know that the mind of man could much 
improve on it. If there be defects, let 
them be remedied ; but do not let the 
hon, Member offer wp to public oppro- 
brium and scorn the efforts of men who 


{8 Fesruary 1900} 





the (Jueen’s Speech. 958 


| have been labouring to do their duty to 
‘the nation and as trustees for the sub- 
; scribers to the funds. 
'Gentieman will not press his motion to a 


I hope the hon. 
division. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W.) 
said that if proof were needed of the 
necessity for reform, it was supplied in 
the defence of the Patriotic Fund Com- 
missioners which the House had just 
heard from the hon. and gallant Member 
for Eastbourne. A paper had been issued, 
stating that the Commissioners were per- 
fectly right in hoarding up their funds, 
as long as one person existed witha claim 
on the funds. That meant that the 
£220,000 subscribed to the Lord Mayor's 
Fund for widows and orphans in the 
present war was not to be touched so 
long as one widow or orphan remained. 


*ApMIRAL FIELD: { do not go so far 
as that. Provided you leave a sufficient 
margin for the widows and orphans, I am 
quite willing that the balance should he 
transferred to the Royal Naval Relief 
Fund and the Royal Military Relief 
Fund. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman held that the Com- 
missioners had the confidence of the 
public. He denied that, and would show 
how that confidence had been lost. When 
the Lord Mayor opened the Mansion 
House War Fund, he announced that the 
money, except sums ear-marked for any 
particular purpose, would be handed over 


to the Patriotic Commissioners, and 
£220,000 subscribed was disposed of 
in that way. At the Mansion House 


Conference the whole question of the 
administration of the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners was brought before the 
public, and the Lord Mayor took the 
right to deal with the funds as he thought 
fit. Sinee then, another £100,000 had 
been subscribed. Her Gracious Majesty, 
through the Home Secretary, suggested 
what was now known as “Queen's 
Sunday,” and the result was that the 
magniticent sum of £60,000 was raised 
in the churches throughout the country. 
That money was dealt with by the 
Archbishops of Canterbury and York, 
and they expressly stated the objects 
to which they wished that money 
to be devoted. Amongst these objects 
was not found the Patriotic Fund. He 


Eighth Day. 
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maintained that the public had entirely 
lost confidence in the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners. His hon. friend had 
suggested that the surpluses should be 
devoted to the widows and orphans of 
tho soldiers and sailors who had fallen in 
the present war. To that no one would 
offer the slightest objection; but how 
were the surpluses to be applied in the 
future? He held that a very grave duty 
devolved on Her Majesty’s Government 
in regard to these funds. At the present 
time utter chaos reigned in the adminis- 
tration of the various funds. There was 
overlapping in all the various funds, and 
the policy of the Commissioners had 
vacillated so much that he was at a loss 
to understand whether they had any 
policy of dealing with the widows and 
orphans of the present war. There was 
another fund in which the country had 
full confidence. The Duily Telegraph 
Fund was dealt with almost entirely on 
the lines of the hon. Gentleman who 
seconded the Amendment. The widows 
and orphans were provided for by pur- 
chasing Post Office annuities, and that 
was the only practical way in which the 
widows and orphans could be dealt with. 
He thought the Daily Telegraph deserved 
the highest praise for having come for- 
ward, at a time when something definite 
was needed, with their scheme, and for 
having got the money which would have 
gone to the Patriotic Commissioners if 
these Commissioners had had the confi- 
dence of the country. There were the 
Imperial War Fund and local war funds, 
and all these funds should be added to the 
surplus of the Patriotic Fund, the whole 
taken over by the Government and 
administered by the War Office, or some- 
body under the War Office, so that an 
end might be put to the absolute chaos 
which at present reigned in the adminis- 
tration. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WILuiAMs, Birmingham, 8.): I certainly 
have no complaint whatever to make of 
the manner in which my hon. friend the 
Member for Devonport has brought this 
matter before the House at the present 
moment. He has always shown, if I may 
say so, a most intelligent and _ patriotic 
interest in this question, and has made 
himself a complete master of it. Un- 


doubtedly at the present moment our 
deepest sympathies are enlisted on behalf 


Mr, Galloway. 
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of the widows and orphans of our soldiers 
,and our sailors. I suppose there is 
nothing at the present time which is 
more deeply moving our population than 
the present war; and the generous 
response to appeals on behalf of our 
brave soldiers’ widows and orphans is 
sufficient proof of it. But, Sir, in 
|regard to the particular motion, we 
have to deal not with the past, but 
with the future, and therefore I shall not 
attempt to follow my hon. friend in the 
history of the Patriotic Fund which he 


the Queen’s Speech. 


has laid before the House. In some 
points I should not be able to 
entirely agree with the hon. Mem- 


ber, but for the most part what he 
has told us is substantially accurate. I 
am afraid that the course which the 
Patriotic Fund Commissioners _ have 
adopted for many years has not had 
the full approval of the public; but 
it must be remembered that they are 
trustees, and it is certainly true that 
they have only acted as they believed 
they were bound to do, as honest and 
honourable guardians of the money 
placed at their disposal. We may differ 
from them as to the methods they have 
adopted or as to the views they have 
held ; but unquestionably they have been 
guided by one motive only, and that is 
the interest of the beneficiaries com- 
mitted to their charge. At the same 
| time I am afraid that public opinion 
| about them is that they have conducted 
their operations very much upon the 
| principles which are supposed to govern 
| a very interesting bird called the magpie, 
who always hides the coin. Well, Sir, 
some observations were made by my hon. 
friend with regard to the actuarial advice, 
or actuarial calculations, by which they 
had been guided. Now, it is perfectly 
true that the results arrived at are 
very largely guided by the specification 
and by the circumstances of each case, 
and I do not follow my hon. friend 
when he says that there is very much 
room for error. When you have so many 
persons of such and such an age, receiving 
a certain weekly sum, it is not a very 
difficult calculation to make when you 
have the facts before you, and therefore 
I think that in all probability, in respect 
to what my hon. friend has said, the re- 
sults which Mr. Finlaison has from time 
to time laid before the Patriotic Commis- 
sioners are practical results, and such as 
should guide them. For myself I 
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think that all these funds ought to the position is. The Patriotic Fund was 
he administered on the same principle. | originally subscribed, as the House is 
I do not think that the corpus of one fund | aware, for certain widows and children of 
ought to be kept—aunless there is an_ soldiers and sailors. There was, at the 
enactment to that effect-—and the corpus time of the new Commission, a certain 
of another fund distributed. It would be number of widows and children upon the 
a good thing, in my opinion, if not only fund, and the actuarial calculation is that 
the funds which we are discussing, but when the claims of those at present on 
every fund which is now being distributed, the fund are exhausted the fund will 
could be administered by one hand and on_ have left in it only about £17,000. That 
one principle. Great waste and much is the calculation to-day. 
overlapping would be avoided if some- 
thing of that kind could be brought about,; Mr. KEARLEY: Is the hon. Member 
and I think it would be a very patriotic referring to what is now called the 
and beneficial action if some influential Crimean Patriotic Fund ? 
person would take the matter in hand 
and get a body of persons together in) *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes. 
whom the country and the contributors In respect to the persons for whom the 
to the funds would have confidence. fund was originally subscribed the surplus 
Administered thus on one principle it on the actuarial calculation is only 
might operate for the benefit of the rela- £17,000 at this moment. But that is not 
tives of all soldiers and sailors who would an excessive sum to have to provide for 
ever come upon their country for support. contingencies. The actuarial calculations 
In regard to the Soldiers’ Effects Fund might prove inaccurate ; the claimants on 
[ would like to impress upon the, the fund might live longer than expected, 
House what my hon. friend behind me | and it is desirable that there should be 
said—that it is a diminishing andadying some kind of surplus. [An Hon. 
fund. It is largely made up of deferred; Memper: Is that the face value in 
pay, which is practically abolished, and | December, 1895, or the selling value of 
therefore it would not be a matter for | the securities in 1896?] I take the 
astonishment if, in the course of a very | figures which the hon. Member has in his 
few years, it were to cease to exist | hand, the actuarial valuation of the securi- 
altogether. But in regard to this fund | ties, not their face value. When the new 
we are tied down by the terms of the | Commission was issued, under which not 
Act of Parliament. The Royal warrant | only widows and children, but other 
provides only for the distribution of the dependents of persons for whom the 
interest and not the corpus of the fund. fund was subscribed, became entitled 
to relief—that is, not merely the 
*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Does widows of soldiers who lost their 
that apply to all the funds administered | lives, but who only served in the Crimean 
hy the Patriotic Commissioners ? War—it provided for the fund to be dis- 
_ tributed, and a new fund was set up; and 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : No, | the Commissioners now annually transfer 
only to the Soldiers’ Effects Fund. the surplus of the old fund to the new 
My hon, friend made some observations one. My hon. friend is entitled to this 
as to the course taken in regard to that | explanation that the new fund is not 
fund. He expressed his opinion as to administered upon the principles of the 
the taking over of the fund by the old one. The old fund is being exhausted 
Patriotic Commissioners. It was found | not only in regard to the income, but 
that there had been overlapping in the also as to the corpus, for the benefit of the 
relief of some individuals. It was also persons for whom it was subscribed. 
found that in all probability the Patriotic With regard to the new fund, it is the 
Fund Commissioners had means of infor-| income only which is being distributed. 
mation far wider and far more accurate If I am asked to explain why, I do not 
at their disposal than the War Office pos- know why there should be a difference of 
sessed ; and it was for this reason that it distribution between the two. I do not 
was thought desirable that the fund should |; know why the new fund should be 
be put into the hands that now administer ; hoarded and the old one distributed. 
it, Now, in regard to these matters, I} That is a point for the Commissioners. 
would like to remind the House of what} When all the claimants who are on the 
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old fund have passed away there will not, | any considerable length, more especially 
in all probability, be a surplus of more | as my hon. friend the Member for Devon- 
than £10,000, according to the actuarial | port has dealt so exhaustively with this 
calculation. question. Iam sure that there is no man 

— | who wears the Queen’s uniform who will 
: Mr. KEARLEY said there MOE Tey | not be ee to my hon. friend the 
important point involved in this “passing | \fember for Devonport for the vast 











away,” and asked for some information as 
to its purport. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
passing away of the old claimants does 
not really matter. The answer of the 
Commissioners in regard to that is this: 


We have taken upon the new fund a little | 


over 500 widows older in age, regarding 
them as the more deserving. But in 
addition to these 500 there are, we are 


told, 800 more widows who, under the | 


new Commission, are entitled to the 
benefit of the fund, but who ean- 
not receive it because the Commis- 
sioners had not the funds to give them 
relief. Now, the course the Com- 
missioners take, therefore, is this: they 
only spend the income of the fund for 
the time being, because if they spent the 


corpus, the total of the new fund will be | 


distributed over only a comparatively 
small number of recipients entitled to 
benefit. Now, I can 
is our intention, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, to urge upon the Patriotic Commis- 
sioners not only that they should get a 
new valuation of their assets, but also to 
go seriously into the whole question. 
That is to say, that Lord Lansdowne will 
make a communication to the Patriotic 
Fund Commissioners, informing them 
that the terms on which their calculation 
is based have been challenged in this 
House, and so get the whole thing looked 
into in order to see that the calculations 
they make are based upon accurate 
figures. I think I may say on behalf of 
my noble friend Lord Lansdowne that we 
are prepared to go into the question with 
a view to seeing if any re-arrangement 
be possible of the methods governing the 
distribution, and the terms of the trust 
upon which the money is held, 
these circumstances | trust my hon, friend 
will not press his motion toa division, but 
will rest satisfied with this assurance that 
the Government fully realise the impor- 
tance of this question and quite see the 
force of the criticisms which he has 
addressed to us in his able speech. 


*CapraIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I do not propose to detain the Ho ise at 


Mr. J. Powell-Willians 


promise that it | 


Under 


| . . . 
| amount of time and attention he has given 


| to this question for many years past, and 
it is almost solely due to his exertions 
| that the question comes before the House 
at such an opportune moment. Now, the 
hon. Gentleman the Financial Secretary 
| to the War Office has made, in my opinion, 
buta very faltering defence of the Patriotic 
Commissioners. If we look into the past, 
how do we find that this body has done its 
duty? We find that they controlled a 
sum of one and a half millions, and they 
proceeded to deal with that sum by mis- 
directing the use of the money committed 
to their charge. They erected, amongst 
other things, a school without properly 
endowing it ; they got into grave financial 
difficulties, and their conduct was 
inquired into by the Government. They 
endeavoured to minimise the surplus of 
the various funds, and after having taken 
‘into consideration every contingency 
they actually instructed Mr. Finlaison, 
their auditor, to arrange a sum of no less 
than £6,000 in addition to that. AndI 
ask the House, therefore, in face of these 


facts, whether or not they have followed | 


out the intentions of Parliament in regard 
to this matter—that is to say, to ensure 
the full distribution of the fund as ex- 
pressed in the Acts. I say they have 
failed in their duty to the widow and 


orphan. My other point against them is 
this : that they seem to have been influ- 


enced by narrow sectarian motives. For 
instance, there were large numbers of 
men who were Catholics in the Crimean 
War. When they erected these schools 
(it was true they permitted Roman 
Catholic children to enter these schools) 
they were not availed of by the Roman 
Catholics as they might have been, for 
everybody knows that adherents to the 
Roman Catholic faith will go to 
great lengths to have their children 
educated in a Roman Catholic institution. 
Large numbers of these children were 


kept waiting for entrance into the various 


Roman Catholic schools, and when there 
was an outery about the matter there 
was allocated a very sinall sum, out of all 
proportion to the number of children 
who were waiting, for their support. I 
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now come to the question of the increase 
of the assets. The Commissioners 
acknowledge that for fifteen years these 
assets were constantly increasing, and it 
was only when they had accumulated to 
such an extent the Commissioners were 
shamed into doing it, that they consented 
to replace the re-married widows upon the 
establishment. Until 1895 they refused 
applications over and over again, and 
dealt with these poor widows in a narrow 
and highly regrettable spirit. As regards 
the Zulu War Fund, the corpus of which 
was something like £25,000, handed over 
to the Commissioners in 1879, that fund 
after a period of sixteen years stood at 
almost the same figure, and yet these 
Commissioners never increased the paltry 
um of 3s. 6d. per week which was 
allowed to the people who were entitled 
to every penny of the fund. 
Soldiers’ Effects Fund has been dealt 
with, but 1 would point out that between 
1885 and 1893, the surplus of that fund 
grew from £21,000 to £106,000. 


for not dealing with this fund? They | 
had power under the Act to deal with 
applicants under three different headings. | 
They dealt with them under heading (a), 

but they objected to deal with those 
under headings (5) and (c); because, for- | 
sooth, they were unable to relieve all the 
applicants they decided to relieve none. 

I think that fully justifies the mover of 
this Amendment in saying that they fol- 
lowed a policy of hoarding up. Then | 
there is the Rodriguez Fund, which had 
an income of £508, and yet the demands 
never exceeded £104 per annum. As to 
the Victoria Fund, the Commissioners 
themselves were obliged to acknowledge 
that they had pursued a tardy and _par- 
simonious policy. The way in which 
that fund was administered gave rise to a 
discussion in the public press and in this 
House, and had the pensions been con- 
tinued on the original scale we have the 
actuary’s statement that little more than 
lls. 6d. out of every £ would have been 
expended. In fact, the Commissioners |. 
never attempted to administer the funds 

in the spirit in which the donors gave 

them until public opinion brought pres- | 
sure to bear upon them. Their excuses | 
as regards this particular fund were these : 





The | 


I 
know it was receiving constant support | where the widows of men who lost their 
from the War Office, that constant accre- | lives while on duty or in the Naval 
tions came in from the effects of soldiers | Service might have been relieved by this 
dying intestate in the field, but what | fund, but they never came on to the fund 
is the excuse of the Commissioners | because they had no knowledge of its 


‘in the most satisfactory manner. 
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that they had knowledge that local relief 
was going on; that the Admiralty were 
acting on the one hand; that the inade- 
quacy of the pensions given to the different 
applicants was only a temporary measure ; 
and that Miss Weston was at work locally 
giving relief to those who were in need 
of it. That is to say, they were in 
constant fear of overlapping. Could 
we have a stronger case for the 
whole of these funds being liberated, due 
provision being made for the present 
beneficiaries, than out of the mouths of 
the Commissioners themselves, when they 
acknowledge that they did not act up to 
their duty for fear of overlapping? In 
fact, because of the unfortunate jealousy 
which exists amongst those who ad- 
| minister these various charitable funds, 
/as they are called. As regards the Royal 
Naval Relief Fund, it was established by 
| Royal Commission in June, 1875, but no 
| effort was made on the part of the Royal 
| Commission to attract public attention 
towards it. There have been many cases 


the Queen’s Speech. 





existence. As a consequence, when the 
Royal Naval Exhibition had a large fund 


| at their disposal they objected to hand it 


over to the Royal Commissioners, deciding 
to administer it themselves. They have 
administered it with very good effect and 
In 
other words, the contention of the mover 
of the Amendment that the Commissioners 
have lost the confidence of the public has, 
in my Opinion, been proved up to the 
hilt. There are two further important 
funds, as well as a number of funds out- 
side the control of the Royal Commission, 
which we would like to see dealt with, 
inasmuch as the corpus of these funds 
amounts to £370,000. Our contention 
is that an enlargement of powers is 


wanted. But if an enlargement of 
powers is about to be given, is 
it right and proper that those 


enlarged powers should be given to a 
body which has manifestly failed to do its 
duty ¢ Ido not desire to make a vin- 
dictive attack upon the Royal Commis- 
sioners asa whole. On the contrary, I 


consider, with the one exception that they 
have not managed the funds in the way 
intended by the donors, that they have 
acted up to the letter instead of the spirit 

2N 2 
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of the law, their affairs have been ex-| other agencies which have collected money md t 


tremely well managed. They possess as | for the sufferers by this present war, you 
secretary one of the most able and | get a total of something like £1,500,000, 
capable men for the purpose that could | If that £1,500,000 be added to the 
be found in the kingdom. Their position | £1,000,000 already possessed by the 94. 


is that they have lost the support of the 
public at large, that they are damaging 
the interests and the welfare of the 
widows and children of our soldiers who 
may be killed in the present war, because 
large numbers of people who would give 
willingly toafund for the purpose of 


assisting those people fail to give now in | 


consequence of not being certain that the 
money will le managed as they would 
like. ‘The poliey of the Commissioners 
has been, as | say, if they cannot relieve 
all of a class to relieve none at all. What 
do we who take an interest in this sub- 
ject recommend? We recommend that 
these Commissioners, if they are not 
abolished and reconstituted, if a com- 
pletely new body is not constituted, 
should be brought into harmony with 
public opinion ; that the new body should 
not be drawn from one particular class, 
but that in it there should be a sprinkling 
of the different classes who take a deep 
interest in the Army and Navy, that it 
should contain a certain proportion of 
distinguished non-commissioned officers 
and a certain proportion of distinguished 
business men, who will see that the matter 
is run on business principles. We would 
like to see the co-operation with this body 
of the naval and military authorities, and, 
above all, the co-operation with that body 
of the staffs of various other associations 
throughout the country. It is well 
known that through the want of publicity 
many women entitled to come on these 
various funds have not done so, simply 
because they were ignorant of their right. 
There should be local committees at local 
centres, and above all we contend that 
there should be a “token” vote in Parlia- 
ment to enable the country at large to 
exercise some control over the vast funds 
which their fellow-countrymen have sub- 
scribed in the interests of the widows 
and children of soldiers who have given 
their lives for the country. This is a 
national duty. It is a duty which should 
not be left haphazard to a large number 
of societies here and there throughout the 
kingdom. (Quite recently the country has 
subseribed to the Mansion House fund 
some £640,000, and to the fund of a 
London daily newspaper something like 
£115,000, while if you include all the 


Captain Norton, 


yould 


Com 


| Royal Commissioners, you have the gzental 
magnificent sum of £2,500,000 available § *liev« 
for the widows and orphans of the soldiers §0U>I 
who may be killed in the war. The hon, he mi 
Member for South-west Manchester vgn 
he An 


pointed out quite recently that the Arch. #3! 
bishops of Canterbury and York objected ™ mort 
to hand over to these Royal Commissioners §™¢ 

the money they had succeeded in obtain. §s24us 


_ing—partly, perhaps, because of the danger inder 


} 





of overlapping. I was glad to hear from §!e of 








the Financial Secretary to the War Office the vie 
that he hoped there would be no differ. H™ge st 
ence made between the widows of men xhaus 
on the strength of the regiment gies. 

and those off the strength of the got be 
regiment. I hope there will be as much | 
little difference as possible made, gvould 





although, in the first instance, no doubt tunatel 
there must be some. After all, whether heen th 
aman is married with or without leave, §™ssion 
his wife and children are undoubtedly relief, 

just as dear to him, and the least we can fj ilta th. 





do for our gallant soldiers who to-day are§ flied f 
fighting in the front is to give them thecon- § ™tead 
solation that if they die in their country’s have I 
cause those whom they hold near and fuental 
dear will not be neglected. Unfortu Commo 
nately we have on record a very black the Con 
page in the history of this country, sm lar; 





There is no man who has read _ the life of #PUrpose 
Nelson but has blushed with shame to§pended 

think that England’s greatest naval hero JP? whet 
had his dying request neglected by the sphould 

nation, and that the woman he loved fterwai 
died in actual want and penury in agP'pose. 
foreign land. I hope that no such cantgm@ons | 
will enter into any arrangements that arefflat th 
made for the soldiers at the front. [fjpot nec 
there ever was a moment when such argfle pers 
appeal should go to the hearts of Mem@hat if t 
bers of this House this is the momentgpe put . 
There are few Members who have nog! the 
some relative or friend engaged in thigt less 

conflict, in connection with which we ar@tances, 

led to believe there is fighting now goingpat the 
on in almost every area of the theatre ofogether 
war. It would be the greatest consolagnd one 
tion to every man engaged in thaffecomme 
struggle if he could feel confident andtather th 
certain, not that money would b@20w wan 
showered into these funds, but that thobtained 
funds would be publicly administered byUttice dc 
a body appointed by Parliament, that theWith tha 
funds would be controlled by Parliament which T | 
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md that those near and dear to him 
yould not suffer pecuniarily by his death. 


ComMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
LR., Holderness): There is a funda- 
nental difference of opinion which, I 
ilieve, lies at the bottom of all our 
roubles, and I am sure it is reflected in 
the minds of the House, and especially 
nthe mind of my hon. friend who moved 
he Amendment. The point is this: The 
ninority of the Committee thought that 
und for a special cause ought to be 
xhausted in the assistance of beneficiaries 
inder that special cause. That is the 
view of the minority. The majority take 
he view that it would not be right, when 
argesums of money were contributed, to 
xhaust them in favour of the benefici- 


{8 FEBRUARY 1900} 





ies. It was felt that perhaps it would | 
not be fair to others to put widows in a | 
much better position in life than they | 


would have been had they not, unfor- 





mately, lost their supporters. That has 
heen the difficulty with which the Com- 


missioners have had to deal in giving | 


lief. The public have got hold of the | 


ila that the funds which have been sup- 


lied for the sake of special purposes, | 
instead of being given to beneficiaries, | 
That is the funda- | 
mental question which the House of | 
Commons ought to decide, and to instruct | 


have been hoarded. 


the Commissioners upon : whether, when a 
sum larger than is required for a specific 
purpose is contributed, it is to be ex- 
pended in favour of those beneficiaries, 
x whether it is proper and legal that it 
should be hoarded up, put aside, and 
fterwards applied to some other special 
urpose. I expect the House of Com- 
nons will agree that it is better 
hat the whole of the money should 
ot necessarily be applied in favour of 
he persons for whom it was given, but 





hat if there is too much money it should 
be put on one side and afterwards used | 


t less suffering under certain circum. | 
The Committee recommended | 
hat the surplus funds should be lumped 


opogether in two classes, one for the Army | 


hind one for the Navy. In fact, if their | 
ecommendation had been carried out, I | 


|in the interests of the business 


as possible. 
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to guide the Commissioners on that 
point. 


the Queen’s Speech, 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): May I venture to make an appeal to 
the House on the subject of this Amend- 
ment. I am perfectly aware, of course, 
that this is a question which has always 
excited some interest—a good deal of 
interest in the minds of those concerned 
with this and analogous matters—but 
that interest sinks into insignificance 
compared with the public attention now 
devoted to this subject in consequence ot 
the war, and the whole subject of the 
provision for the widows and orphans of 
those who are killed is naturally, and in 
my opinion quite properly, deeply engag- 
ing the public mind and conscience. I do 
not feel that I have enough detailed know- 
ledge of the management of the Patriotic 
Fund, or of the controversy which has 
centred round that management for some 
years past, to be able usefully to give to 
the House any personal opinion. But I will 
undertake that some consideration shall 
be given to this matter, and not to this 
fund alone, but to the whole question 
raised by these great funds, to see 
whether by better organisation they may 
be so directed as to benefit those for 
whom they were intended in the manner 
which will produce the maximum of goud. 
The public, both at the time of the 
Crimean War and on the occasion of the 
present war, have shown themselves 
generous beyond hope and expectation : 
and I verily think the Government and the 
House ought to give the public every 
assistance In their power for the purpose 
of securing that that generosity shall 
not be wasted, and that their efforts 
shall not be permitted to be fruitless. If 
that promise on my part at all contents 
the hon. Gentleman who has raised this 
question, I should certainly feel grateful 
of the 
House that we should conclude the dis 
cussion of this particular subject as soon 
There are many important 
and interesting matters on the Paper on 
which a certain number of Members 
desire to speak, and I think, perhaps, it 


dent andfather think that all that my hon. friend | might be considered that this subject 
now wants would substantially have been | has been sufficiently debated. 


ould 
that th 
stered ) 


i 


Office do, they ought to try to grapple 


obtained. At any rate, whatever the War | 


*Mr. LOUGH: Would the right hon. 
, that thewith that admitted fundamental question | Gentleman say more definitely what is 
rliameng Which I have submitted to the House, and | the promise he makes, hecause I would be 


Eighth Duy. 
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glad as far as | am concerned to assist in| question to the First Lord, and if he 
bringing the debate to an end if the | makes a satisfactory reply I shall be glad 
promise is definite and satisfactory. \if my hon. friend will withdraw the 
|Amendment. This debate has been 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The promise I} much too technical. The First Lord of 
make is that the Government, or those | the Treasury has, if 1 may say so without 
who represent us, will do their best to | presumption, anticipated a great deal of 
consider with those who are responsible | what I was going to say. I will not go 
for the new funds and the old funds some | into the whole subject ; I will only refer 
method of general organisation by which | to the widows and orphans who will arise 


those funds may be turned to the best | from the present unfortunate military 









advantage. | 
Mr. KEARLEY: Will the Government | 
give those who have some knowledge of 
these funds an opportunity of expressing 
their views ? You would receive a 
plausible answer from the Patriotic Com- 
missioners, I have no doubt, but I am | 
afraid no ultimate good would ensue. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall en- 
deavour, of course, to see that those who | 
have knowledge of, and have taken 
interest in, this question shall have an 
opportunity of expressing their views. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): I will not 
occupy the time of the House for more 
than a few moments, but I desire to: 
impress upon the First Lord of the 
Treasury that this is a matter he ought 
to take up. The real fact of the matter 
is that the Patriotic Commissioners are | 
antiquated and altogether out of touch | 
with the real and ostensible object of the 
provision of the money. ‘There is no| 
mistake about that when one remembers 
that this war has really been paid for by 
the wives and children of our soldiers. 
Men who were earning 25s. a week have 
gone to the front, and their wives are only 
getting now 10s., so that they are practi- 
eally paying for the war. The First Lord 
of the Treasury ought to take the matter 
in hand in a strong and forcible manner, | 
and clear out the whole of the Commis- | 
sioners. They are absolutely granting 
pensions to the relatives of their own | 
secretaries, and the Secretary of the | 


Gentleman 
‘instance, but if I understand the First 


faith 


proceedings. That is really the substance 
of the Amendment. We did not have a 
very satisfactory reply from the hon. 
who replied in the _ first 


Lord earrectly, 1 think he has met my 
hon. friend nearly as far as could he 
expected. But there was one point in 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement to 
which I must refer. He stated that the 
Government would take this matter in 
hand, and consider what provision it was 
proper to make for the widows and 
orphans; and then he added that they 
would discuss the matter in conjunction 
with specialists, or words to that effect. 
We fear that that meansthe Patriotic Com 
missioners. We have faith in the Govern- 
ment in the matter, but we have no- 
in the Patriotic Commissioners. 
Perhaps I am not judging the right hon. 
Gentleman fairly. If he would go to the 
length of saying that the Government 
would consider the large and grave ques- 


‘tion to which he has rightly attached 


importance—that is, the grave question 
of the widows and orphans created by 
this war—and that when they have con- 
sidered it they will make some statement, 
which I feel sure would be satisfactory to 
the House and to the country, I think the 
Amendment might be withdrawn. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
May I ask whether the reference to 
this Departmental Committee, or to what- 


| ever authority the matter is referred, will 
| consist merely or mainly of the provision 








job is now in South Africa receiving his | for widows and orphans by private bene- 
pay, and at the same time drawing his | volence, or whether the right hon. Gentle- 
salary from the Patriotic Commission. | man will undertake also that the ques 
That is not right, and I hope the First Lord | tion of making provision for the 
will deal with the matter in a business-| widows and orphans of soldiers and 
like manner as a Scotsman would do, and | sailors out of State funds shall be fully 
settle the job properly. considered. We ought not to depend 
upon eleemosynary efforts for the per 

*Mr. LOUGH: I will not detain the | formance of this public duty, and I hope 
House, but I want to address one more | the right hon. Gentleman will add that 


Mr. Lough. 
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subject to the reference to the proposed 
(Committee. 








Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The motion on 
ihe Paper relates simply to the Patriotic 
fund, and I have already gone beyond 
that. The hon. Gentleman wants to 
press me still further, but the matter to 
which he refers is really not relevant to 
this motion. Any inquiry we may make 
will be on the responsibility of the 
Government, and we shall get every 
assistance we can, not merely from the 
present trustees of the Patriotic Fund, 
but also from those who by their connec- 
tion with the newer fund may be said to 
be thoroughly in touch with the country 
on the subject. 

Mr. KEARLEY : After 


the very 


q generous promise of the First Lord of the 
Treasury I would desire to withdraw this | 


Amendment. What I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman to undertake to do 


4 is this—that the Government will take 


immediate action to ensure that the accu- 
mulations of the various funds in the 
hands of the Patriotic Commissioners 
shall be applied to the benefit of widows 
and orphans—— 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the, 
hon. Gentleman must not press me 
further. 


Mn. KEARLEY: I think I must ac- 
cept the promise as made, and, with the 
permission of the House, withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


HIGHLAND CROFTING COUNTIES. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty), in 
moving the Amendment he had placed on 
the paper, said that, in spite of the strong 
expression of opinion in the Report of 
the Napier Commission against the 
diminution for the purpose of afforest- 
ment of arable or pasture area, according 
to two Parliamentary Returns —-oue in 
1891 and the other in 1898—fourteen 
new deer forests had been created )he- 
tween 1883 and 1891, while between 
1891 and 1898 the number had been in- 
creased by twenty-one, giving a total 
since 1883 of thirty-five new forests. 
While not desiring to interfere with 


pleasure or sport, he contended it was 
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/more important that the glens in the 
Highlands which were suitable should be 


used for supporting human beings than 
for herding deer. Instead of thousands 
of men being easily procured in a time of 
conflict such as the present, the glens 
were desolated and clear of human beings. 
From 1851 to 1891 the population of 
Argyllshire had decreased by 20,879, 
while the decrease in Inverness-shire 
during the same period was 10,055. The 
poor rate instead of going down had gone 
up. In 1852 it was £46,565, but in forty 
years it had more than doubled, the 
figures for 1892 being £94,697. It was 
highly important that this state of things 
should be investigated. A great deal was 
heard about going to other lands to re- 
dress grievances of so-called Uitlanders, 
but why were not the grievances of the 
people at home regarded instead of being 
ignored, especially in the face of the 
reports of Commissioners appointed to 
inquire into these very matters? Two 
Royal Commissions had stated that 
these lands in the Highlands were suit- 
able for cultivation and occupation by 
the people. Instead they were used 
simply for deer. This extension of deer 
forests should be arrested. The Crofters 
Act did arrest it to a certain extent by 
giving tenants at will fixity of tenure, rents 
fixed by a commission or land court, and 
compensation for improvements. The 
number of applications for fair rents 
up to 1898 was 19,756; rents had 
been reduced from £80,373 to £58,910, 
while arrears of rent to the extent of 
£123,630 had been cancelled out of a 
total of £183,776. These figures show 
to what a vast extent robbery had been 
going on under the pernicious system 
which prevailed prior to the passing of the 
Crofters Act. Leaseholders have, however, 
remained in the same position as before 
the passing of the Crofters Act. He had 
appealed to the Government time after 
time to look into this question and give 
these leaseholders some consideration. 
The leases of these people were entered into 
when the prices of agricultural produce 
were high, with the result that the tenants 
were now unable to pay their rents, 
and were turned out of their homes. It 
was very hard that a person living on one 
side of the road should have the benefits 
of the Act, while another person on the 
opposite side of the road, simply because 
he had entered into a lease, should be 
debarred from those benefits. Moreover, 


Eighth Day. 








975 Address in Answer to 


was it fair that soldiers who went to the 
front, at a time of crisis such as the present, 
should on their return find that their 
families had been turned out of their 
homes? He sincerely hoped the Lord Advo- 
cate would give an assurance that at least 
the question as regards the leaseholders 
would be dealt with. The second part 
of the Amendment referred to the Deer 
Forest report of 1895, which scheduled 
1,782,785 acres suitable for cultivation and 
occupation, but now used as deer forests. 
In 1898, the deer forest area had risen to | 
2,287,297 acres since 1883, and this in 
face of the Report of the Napier Commis- 
sion recommending so strongly that no 
extension of the deer forest area should 
take place. In the same time there had 
been an increase of 35 in the number of 
deer forests. The total area inthe crofting 
counties was 8,412,687 acres, while the | 
deer forest area was 2,287,297 acres, or | 
27 per cent. of the whole acreage of the | 
five counties. The cultivated land in | 
these counties amounts only to 481,735 | 
acres, whilst there are 1,782,785 acres now 
under deer suitable for occupation by the 
people. The hon. Member proceeded to 
compare this with the state of affairs in 
England before the Civil War. At that 
time there were 700 private parks; in 
England they had now been reduced 
to 300. In England these lands had 
been used for the purposes of the 
people ; whilst in Scotland the people 
were cleared out and the land used for the 
purpose of creating deer forests. In 1812 | 
there were only 5 deer forests in the 
whole of Scotland ; at the present time | 
there were 136 in the five crofting | 
counties alone. When Sir George | 
Trevelyan brought in a Bill in 1895 to} 








| 
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| built since that report was issued. 
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could be obtained ; while the Deer Forest 
Commissioners of 1895 were clearly of 
opinion that much might be done to effect 
an improvement in the existing state of 
matters as to holdings for fishermen. 
What had the Government done for the 
fishermen’? He (the hon. Member) was 
not aware of a single house having been 
What 
had been done for the crofters by the 
Congested Districts Board? £62,000 had 
been unexpended of the money voted by 
Parliament, and only £1,451 had been 
spent in migrating the crofters and 
cottars, although the Act was mainly 
provided for the purpose of migrat- 
ing people from congested districts to 
parts less occupied. The whole thing 
was a farce and a sham; it was simply 
trifling with the question. On national 
grounds it was of the utmost importance 
that the Highland people should be settled 
in the Highland glens. In a great war the 
effect of the present condition of things 
would be felt; it was felt now. The 


Highland regiments must be filled up, but 
| they cannot be with Highlanders. 


High- 
landers are a martial people. It was not 
necessary to refer to the many glorious 
victories won by Highlanders. Surely 
the Highland soldiers, when they re- 
turned from the war maimed and crippled 
for life, as many would return from this 
South African War, should be able to 
settle in their old homes for the rest of 
their days, and not be liable to be turned 
out by some grasping landlord. If the 


| Lord Advocate is not prepared to deal 


with the whole question, surely he should 
have no difficulty in carrying a short Bill 
to give small crofter tenants, who i 
1886 were leaseholders, the henefits of the 


settle the people on some half million | Crofters Act. 


acres of the land scheduled by the Deer | 
Forest Commissioners the present First | 
Lord of the Treasury, then in Oppo- | 
sition, said it was not a generous Bill, anc 
that he wanted to doa great deal more for 
the erofters. But since the right hon. 
Gentleman had been in office nothing had 
been done to give effect to that wish. It 
was, too, a great injustice that the land 
should be allowed to go out of cultiva- 
tion. In the report of the county 
medical officer for the island of Lewis | 
last year it was stated that sanitary 
progress was much hindered by the lack 
of encouragement given to fishermen | 
who were able and willing to build better 
houses if a site and a modicum of land 


Mr. Weir, 


Amendment proposed- 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly represent to Your 


| Majesty that in view of the continued increase 
' in the deer forest. area in the Highland crott- 
| Ing counties, it is desirable, in order to — 


a still further depopulation of the Highlands, 
that the benefits of the Crofters Act, 1886, 
should be extended to all crofter tenants hold- 
ing under lease at the time of the passing ot 
the Act; and we regret to observe that there 
is no indication in Your Majesty’s Speech that 


| arrangements will be made for the settling of 


Highland crofters, cottars, and fishermen on 
some portion of the 1,782,785 acres of land 


| which in March, 1895, Your Majesty’s Com- 


missioners seheduled as deer forests, grouse 


| moors, ete., which might be cultivated to profit, 
/or otherwise advantageous] 
' crofters or small tenants.’ "—-(Mr. Weir.) 


occupied by 
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he there added.” 
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*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
The matter introduced by my hon. friend 
isin my cpinion of importance not only 
to the Highlands but to the State, and 
that is my reason for occupying the time 
of the House in seconding the Amend- 
ment. The Crofters Act of 1886 con- 
ferred very great benefits on those people 
in the Highlands who came within the 
limits of its operations. I have often in 
my own mind contrasted the condition of 
the crofter of to-day with the condition of 
the artisan in any one of our great towns. 
Unlike the workman in the town, the 
crofter breathes the fresh air of heaven; he 
lives in a better moral atmosphere ; he is 
surrounded hy the sweet influences of 
nature; he is not summoned to a 


monotonous labour by the clang of the | 


factory bell. He is master of his own 
circumstances. He is not liable to be 


{8 FeBruary 1900} 


| sound 
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existence. The Commissioners went so far 
as to declare that any further extension 

| of deer forests would be opposed to 

policy. What is meant by 
sound policy? What I understand 
to have been running in the minds 
of the Commissioners was that it 
would be infinitely better for Scot- 
land if that portion of the land then 
scheduled as deer forests, but suitable for 
cultivation by crofters, could be brought 
into cultivation. Such a course would 
benefit the country in several respects. 
In the first place, increased cultivation of 
the land must necessarily give increased 
employment to many people; and, 
in the second place, that increased 
employment must of necessity do some- 
thing to arrest the depopulation that has 
been going on for generations and is still 
taking place in the Highlands. The evi- 








dence of those most fitted to judge is that 
the young men who are leaving the coun- 
try are of the best class—that is, those of 





dismissed at the caprice of an employer, | most spirit and enterprise. Last September, 
or in consequence of fluctuation of trade.) when this country was first menaced by 
Secure in his croft, he enjoys the fruits of | the shadow of war, a detachment of one 
his toil without fear of molestation. | of the Highland regiments marched through 
These are inestimable blessings. It is | part of the Highlands to beat up recruits. 
not surprising therefore that those of us| I.encountered the detachment towards 
who are familiar with the improved con- lthe end of its march, and, on making 
dition of the crofter under the Act should inquiries as to its success, I found that 
he anxious to see the same advantages | they had been able to enlist only one 
extended to others who are equally | young man, the parents of whom the 














deserving, but as yet without the pale. I | 
confess I have no hope of obtaining in the | 
present session, or indeed from thisGovern- 
ment at all such an extension of the Act. 
To effect such a change a fresh effort of | 
legislation would be required, and_ it | 
is obvious from the programme which | 
has heen laid before us that this | 
is not to he expected. Therefore I 
regard the first part of this Amendment | 
as scarcely practical. At the same | 
time I agree with my hon. friend in the | 
advisability of the — extension. The | 
second part of the Amendment, how- | 
ever, is really and entirely practical, 
dealing as it does with the desirability 
of doing something to settle the crofters 
inthe Highlands upon some portion of 
the millions of acres which were reported | 
hy the Commission of 1895 to be) 
capable of cultivation by crofters. In | 
that connection I may remind the Lord | 
Advocate that the Commission which 
sat under Lord Napier in 1883 
gave expression to a very strong opinion 
with reference to the deer forests then in 


next day came and begged him off. Take 
another illustration of even more recent 
occurrence. There was a proposal lately 
to send a contingent of about 150 gillies 
to South Africa. It was supposed that a 
corps of deerstalkers might render valu- 
able assistance to our troops. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 


S.): Was that Lord Lovat’s scheme ? 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: I believe it was. 
Well, Sir A. Orde, who was interested in 
the movement, went to Glasgow, and in a 
speech there told his audience that after 
going over his own extensive estates he 
could find only some six or seven young 
men; all the rest of the males on his 
property were old men or boys; and there- 
fore he had to go to Glasgow to enlist men 
for this so-called Highland contingent. 
This is a lamentable state of things. Con 
trast this state of affairs with the fact that 
early in this century, when we were at war 
in the Peninsula, the island of Skye alone 


Eighth: Dun. 
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British Army. Consider for one moment 
how invaluable it would be to us to-day if | 
instead of going to the purlieus of our great 
cities to find a few remnants of the 
descendants of Highlanders, we could fur- 
nish from the Highlands, as was formerly 
the case, thousands of men of the very 
finest quality. Surely anything which 
would tend to revive the people would be 
a signal benefit to the State. But in spite of 
the warning given by Lord Napier’s Com- 
mission in 1883, what has taken place ? 
Have any of the deer forests been re- 
deemed ! On the contrary, afforesta- 
tion has gone on increasing. This 
cannot continue for ever without having 
a very disastrous effect upon the country. 
The situation is serious. I do not 
profess to be at all fanatical on the 
subject; [ am _ perfectly well aware 
there are great economic laws always 
in operation. There is the  attrac- 
tion or the drag of the great towns. 
There is that which is common to all youth 
everywhere—the dream which paints 
the fields that are far off as infinitely 
more fertile than the fields nearer home. 
These things one grants; they must | 
operate in the ordinary course of human 

nature everywhere. But beyond and | 
in addition to all these things, legis- 
lation and administration may or may not 
be contributing causes towards the de- | 

pulation of a country or district. What 

bes the Legislature done? It has to 
some extent realised and attempted to 
meet the evil of which I complain. In, 
1897, under pressure, the Government 

passed the Congested Districts Relief 
Act, the main object of which was the 
purchase of land and the extension of 
existing holdings. It was, it is true, an 

absurdly inadequate sum which the 
Government granted, but small as it was 
there was in it some potentiality, if. 
behind it there had been a mind willing to 
effect the purpose in view. But what 
has been done? Has the Government 
done anything? As far as I can gather 
there has not been one penny spent on 
the main object for which the money was 
granted. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Lord Advocate told me in reply to a ques 

tion on Monday that there was in hand a 
balance of some £62,000, and that £1,451 

had been expended on migration. But 
migration is not the acquisition of land or 
the extension of holdings: Therefore 
I am not exaggerating when I say 

Mr, Hedderwick, 
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furnished some thousands of men to the! there has 


‘of land—although 
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not been a single penny 
spent on the main object of the Act. 
But the Lord Advocate told me, and I 
thank him for it, a good deal that I did 
not ask for. He informed me that there 
were promises made under recommenda- 
tions of certain committees with regard to 
agriculture and public works which would 
or might involve the Board in an expendi- 
ture of something like £27,000 ; and that 
negotiations were pending for the pur- 
chase of one or two properties which, 
if concluded, would involve a further ex- 
penditure of about £18,000. Then, no 
doubt feeling that after all it was a very 
lame account which the Government had 
to give with regard to the utilisation 
of the fund, the Lord Advocate added to 
his reply alittlehomily. He told me it was 
much better to proceed with caution 


rather than by precipitate action 
to do anything which might operate 
against economic laws and _ thereby 


defeat the main object of the Act. 
That Act was passed in 1897—nearly 
three years ago—and yet the Lord Advo- 
cate speaks of precipitate action. Nobody 
doubts the caution of the Lord Advocate, 
but caution may become a mania. [fin three 
years the Board have not had sufficient 
time in which to discover some portion 
two million acres 
were marked out in 1895—on which to 
place some of these crofters in the con- 
gested districts without disturbing any 
of these great economic laws, then in my 
opinion caution is a veil for another and 
less admirable quality. I want some defi- 
nite assurance from the Lord Advocate as 
to whether the negotiations of which he 
speaks are at all within reach of a con- 
clusion, and whether we are likely, within 
the ordinary term of the life of the 
Government, to see anything done. I 
am not quite sure for what purpose the 
money is being heaped up. I am not 
quite sure that some purpose not within 
the limits of the Congested Districts Act 
may not be brooding in the minds of 
members of the Board, and I think we are 
entitled to an assurance that the money, 
which was granted for the specific pur- 
pose of relieving the crofter population 
of the worth, by the acquisition of 
land, shall be devoted, without undue 
delay, to some substantial extent at any 
rate, to that purpose. 


Str LEONARD LYELL (Orkney and 
Shetland): I desire to congratulate my 
( 
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hon. friend the hon. Member for Ross and } desire, and I am sorry to say that the 
Cromarty for taking the only opportunity | hopes raised by the appointment of the 


that may occur during this session of | Congested Districts Board have 


been 


enforcing the bitter complaint of the | falsified, and we are actually in a worse 
Highlands at the neglect they have | condition than before it was instituted. 
suffered from this House and the Govern-| And for this reason: we have not the 
ment during the past fourteen years. | same facility to obtain redress of our 


Previous to 1886 the condition of the 
crofters was a good deal worse than at 
present. Since the passing of the Crofters 
Act in 1886, which really prevented an 


been a 
affairs ; but that Act was an experimental 
Act, and innumerable small grievances, 
which might have been remedied, were 
passed over. If these grievances had 
heen dealt with by amending Acts, which 
had been proposed by the Highland 
Members, a good deal of harmony and 
confidence would have been restored to 
the north. I refer specially to the 
grievance that the leaseholders were not 
included in the benefits of the principal 
Act. Now, these leaseholders are men of 
more enterprise, thrift, and foresight than 
the majority of their neighbours. 
it was in order to secure some return for 
the improvements which they had made on 
their croftsthat they entered into the leases, 
by which they lost benefits which were 
conferred on the crofters who held their 
land only from year to year. I think it 
is a shame that the best men in the High- 
lands should have been penalised in that 
way. Their case has been brought for- 
ward in this House again and again, and 
I think it is desirable that the Members for 
the crofter constituencies should enter their 
protest at the unfeeling disregard of their 
demands by the Conservative Govern- 
ment. Some Amendments to the Act of 
1886 have been passed, and the relief of 


the leaseholders might have been in- 
cluded in them, but it was refused. I do 


not enter into the question of the deer 
forests, because in the county I happen to 
represent there is not a single deer, anda 
very small amount of game. But there 
are numbers of crofters in the southern 


counties who desire to possess land, but | 


cannot get it, although a very large 
amount of land capable of being divided 
into crofts was scheduled in the Report of 
the Deer Forest Commission of 1892. It 
has been said that the Highland griev- 
ances can be dealt with by the Congested 
Districts Board ; but our complaint is that 
that Board does the things we don't 


desire, and refuses to do the things we | 
| 


grievances. Instead of appealing to the 
House, we must appeal to the Board, 
which may be partly in Dover House and 


_ partly in Edinburgh, and we cannot ferret 
agrarian revolt in the country, there has | 


considerable improvement in | 


In fact, | 


the members out. It is said that a con- 
siderable sum of money has been placed 
at the disposal of the Board; but, the 
money being in the hands of the Board, 
when land is wanted owners immediately 
raise the price of land. I know that 
negotiations have been entered into with 
the Board to obtain possession of the land, 
but they failed on that account. If the 
money had been placed in the hands of 
an independent man, the land could 
have been bought for a reasonable sum. 
I shall on another occasion have a better 
opportunity of dealing with the Congested 
Districts Board; but in regard to this 
particular Amendment, which deals with 
the grievances of which we have to com- 
plain, we want to have some responsible 
person in this House who will be able to 
deal adequately with the questions which 
are now referred to the Board, so that we 
may be able to bring him to book whena 
remedy is not applied. The fault of the 
Board is that the members, although they 
are adequately paid, have no particular 
business to do. There is, therefore a 
divided responsibility, and no special 
obligation to do the work well. 


*Mr. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn): I 
wish to say a few words on the question 
raised by previous speakers, but I do not 
promise to vote for the Amendment, as I 
have no desire to turn the Government 
out of office. I know of no Government 
which has done more for the good of the 
Highlands than the present Government. 
All I ask is that the attitude of my right 
hon. friend the Lord Advocate will be as 
sympathetic as possible, and that he will 


be able to indicate in his reply what the 


Government are going todo. The diffi- 
culty is in the economic condition of the 
Highlands, and many men of goodwill 
have been unable to suggest proper 
remedies. An appeal to a Government 
office is always a third-class mode of pro- 
cedure. I have paid attention to 
the speeches made on the other 


Eighth Duy. 
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side, and have failed to gain any idea | Crofters Act, there are a large number of 
of how these hon. Gentlemen opposite|men who would be called under the 
would themselves proceed to improve the | English law squatters, who have made 
condition of the Highland population. I| improvements on the land they occupy. 
know that Railway legislation has been | Under the old families these men are 
hindered, hampered, and delayed by the | practically safe, but when a_ property 
action of certain Members on the other | changes hands and a new owner comes in, 
side of theHouse. The economic question | who has none of the feudal instincts 
of dealing with a rural population living | regarding his tenants’ rights, or no sense 
at a high altitude in a severe climate is | of noblesse oblige, he may seek to appro- 
by no means confined to the North of | priate the improvements which morally 
Scotland. The rural population of Soot. | Gabeags to the crofter. I hope that 
land is decreasing, but not necessarily by | in the proposed legislation on agri- 
harsh and cruel methods. There are dis- | cultural improvement foreshadowed in 
tricts near London where the rural popu- | the Queen’s Speech, the Government will 
lation is diminishing, but that is because | throw their egis over these tenants, and 
the men are intelligent enough not to go} secure for them the value which they 
on working for 10s. per week when they | have really created on a bare soil, so 
can get more in the towns. I myself |that they may not depend for their 
have always divided the Highland popu-| security on feudal law or custom, 
lation into two classes—first, that class|but on the law of Parliament. 
which from an over conservative sense|The hon. Member who moved the 
of local patriotism and a natural instinct | Amendment referred to the Ferrintosh 
desire to stay where their forefathers | case, and left, unwittingly, I have no 
lived and died. I think that portion of | doubt, a wrong impression on the House. 
the population is well worthy of the atten- | That is an estate belonging to the family 
tion of the House. The question of deer | of Forbes, whose name is of historic in- 
forests is a very serious one. No doubt | terest, for, without the efforts of Lord 
deer forests bring capital into poor dis-| President Forbes, during the rebellion of 
tricts, and improveconditions and methods | 1745, the House of Hanover would 
of living, but at the same time I think that | probably not now have been on the 
to allow the further unlimited afforesting | throne. The hon. Member for Ross and 
of large districts in the North of Scotland | Cromarty referred to the condition of the 
is quite as worthy of the attention of this | crofters on that estate, hut their condition 
House as the carrying of a railway or | is better than that of the landlord, for 
canal, which may affect the condition of | Culloden House has recently been dis 
the population adversely throughout ex- | mantled, and no member of the family is 
tensive areas. I would say that before | able to remain in this country for want of 
allowing landed proprietors to afforest financial means. I believe that the true 
their lands it would not be unreasonable remedy for the position of land tenants in 
to ask them to come before the House by | Scotland, not only small but also larger, is 
a private Bill seeking the permission of to be found in the Government's recent 
Parliament. The other class of the rural | legislation in Ireland for Land Purchase ; 
community are far too acute and clever, in| and I regret most sincerely that when 
these days of travel and inter-communica- some similar offer was made by the Duke 
tion, to remain where their forefathers | of Sutherland in regard to his crofting 
lived. They go out into the world to holdings, it was coldly received by the 
subdue the wilderness in our colonies, or, | advisers of the crofters. I believe that a 
with the energy and strength to com- | judicious proposal by the Government, if 
mand, to leading armies to victory, or to | not in this session, in the near future, to 
Imulding great railways, returning Peers | wards carrying out a scheme of dona fi 
of the Realm. One of these sons of the land purchase would be the best solution 
Highlands the other day offered to the of the land question in Scotland. The 
Secretary of State for War a regiment | only other matter I desire to bring before 
of cavalry, fully equipped at his own ex- | the House is that- the Government should, 
pense. The question is how to protect | im connection with a scheme of land pur- 
that portion of the community which:chase in Scotland, also borrow from 
desires to remain at home, without going Ireland the policy of the Irish Labourers 
against the progress of the age. In my Cottage Act, and consider whether it-is 
own constituency, which is not under the adaptable to Scotland. To all. these 
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expermmental methods, if carried out 
by the Congested Districts Board, I 
would give my hearty support, for I 
believe that if carried out prudently and 
wisely, it would be the best method 
of meeting the difficulties now before the 
House. 


Mr. McLEOD (Sutherlandshire): I con- 
ratulate my hon. friend the Member for 
iigin and Nairn on the manner in which 

he has discussed this subject, but I 
challenge his statement that the present 
Government, of all Governments, has done 
most to benefit the crofters of the High- 
lands. If my hon. friend had been in 
the House longer he would have known 
that the Crofters Act of 1886, which 
transferred property amounting to millions 
that previously to that Act belonged to the 
landlords, to the crofters, was passed 
by a Liberal Government. 1 think that 
that measure will bear comparison with 
anything done by the present Government. 
The hon. Member said that there had not 
been a single practical suggestion made 
this evening on this side of the House for 
the benefit of the Highlands, but I think 
that a practical suggestion is indicated in 
the first part of this Amendment, which 
states that “the benefits of the Crofters 
Act of 1886 shall be extended to all 
crofter tenants holding under lease at 
the time of the passing of that Act.” 
I have no doubt we shall presently hear 
from the Lord Advocate something of the 
sacredness of contract, and that it would 
be going against all the traditions of 
Tory Governments that they should 
interfere with written contracts. I would 
point out that the case of the small 
leaseholders in the Highlands and islands 
is exceptional. It is exceptional in this 
respect, that these small leaseholdersare the 
descendants of men who occupied the same 
positionasthe men whoobtained the benefits 
of the Crofters Act. In most instances 
they were turned into leaseholders 
against their will. They had carried out 
improvements on their crofts at their own 
expense, and could get no compensation 
from the landlords. It was the men who 
carried out the most valuable improve- 
ments that entered into the leases, because 
they imagined that in that way they 
would get security for these improve- 
ments. In my own constituency there 


are few small leaseholders, but in the 
case of these few the hardship is all the 
greater, 


As showing how accidental 
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was the operation of the Crofters Act, in 
so far as admitting some crofters to the 
benefit of that Act and excluding others, 
you find side by side a large community 
enjoying the benefits of that Act and a 
small community excluded from them, 
simply because, in the case of the former, 
their leases had expired. Then there is 
the case of Lord Lovat’s crofters. The 
factor on that estate, foreseeing that the 
Crofters Act would pass, compelled the 
crofters to accept leases; but when 
the subject was brought before the 
Crofters Commission, they stated that 
these contracts were not contracts 
at all. There is the case of the 
crofters on the  Ferrintosh — estate, 
nominally owned by a very historical 
family. On that estate absolutely all the 
improvements were executed by and at 
the expense of the small tenants. I do not 
know whether the House is aware of the 
fact, but the Culloden family obtained the 
right of making as much whisky on 
their estate, duty free, as they could, in 
return for the services rendered by 
President Forbes during the Rebellion 
of 1745-6. The consequence was that a 
great many people settled on the Cullo- 
den property for the purpose of growing 
barley, and that rents went up high, 
Holdings which originally were only let 
for 2s. 6d. were raised to £16. There 
was one case of «a small leaseholder, who 
proved that he was only in a position to 
pay £8 instead of £16 during the last few 
years. Now, if that man’s lease had hap- 
pened to expire just before the Crofters 
Act was passed, he would have got the 
benefit of that Act, and have been required 
only to pay £8. It is nothing short of 
legalised robbery that that man should pay 
arent of £16 when his holding is only 
worth £8. In my own constituency there 
is a small estate of the name of Herniss 
which is unfortunately in the hands of a 
trustee ; and it is impossible for him to 
give relief to the tenants according to the 
law. This is not a party matter at all. 
The representatives of the Tory party 
have tried to do all they can to relieve 
these poor people, who in the end, how- 
ever, are turned out of their holdings. 
There is not a single argument that can 
be used in favour of preventing these 
small leaseholding tenants getting the 
benefit of the Act, the same as was given 
to the leaseholders in Ireland, except that 





'they do not happen to be the political 
force which the leaseholders were in Ire- 
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land. We are all aware that the Con-| attaches to its own representations that 


servatives do not hesitateto break leases of | it was suggested that the small portion 
large as well as small tenants, when it;of money granted to the Congested 
suits their purpose, and when we} Districts Board for land purchase should 
ask for this in the case of the crofters | be applied to education, as they could not 
in the Highlands and Islands we are | find the means of spending it. Now, when 








only asking what is fair and just. My 
hon. friend the Member for Wick Burghs 
made it appear as if it was rather a diffi- 
cult thing to ask the Government to pass 
legislation this session, on account of 
other matters engaging the attention of 
the House: but I can assure the Lord 


Advocate that it only means a one-clause | 


Bill, and that he will not get any opposi- 
tion from this side of the House. In 
regard to the second portion of the 
Amendment, perhaps the House will bear 
with me if I say a few words in regard to 
it. I had the honour to serve on the 
Royal Commission which made the re- 


port to the House that there was an area | 
of £1,782,785 acres of land available for | 


advantageous occupation by crofters and 
other small tenants. Now, in regard to 
Royal Commissions, it is generally the 


practice to quote their Report even when | 
A strong | 


it is only signed by a majority. 
point in regard to the Report of the Royal 
Commission of 1895 is that we were 
absolutely unanimous in our recommen- 


dation so far as the area available was | 


concerned, and that it could be advan- 
tageously occupied by crofters and small 
tenants. The only difference was how 
the people could be settled on the land. 
I signed the minority Report that the 
land should be bought, but the view of 
the majority was that that was not a 
question for the Commission at all 
to decide, but for the Govern- 
ment. 


late Government not only to make it 
easier for the small tenants who had got 


the benefits of the Act of 1886 to acquire | 


more land, but to extend its benefits to 


other counties than what were in the | 


original Act called the “crofting coun- 
ties,” and to put in operation a scheme 
for the compulsory acquisition of land. 
That failed, but it is very significant that 
when that Bill was before the House not 
a word came from the First Lord of the 
Treasury or the Lord Advocate against 
the scheme, or the necessity for drastic 
legislation. Their whole complaint was 
that Sir George Trevelyan had not gone 
far enough. It is an amusing commen- 
tary on the value the Scottish Office 
Mr. McLeod, 


Since that Report was made | 
there was an attempt on the part of the | 


the Bill passed, everyone knew that the 
| money provided for the Board was utterly 
inadequate if the purchase of land was to 
be resorted to. In the old days it was 
'said that the Highland people did not 
| want the land, but the whole and sole 
|reason why the Congested Districts 
Board has not been overwhelmed 
with applications, is that they have 
no compulsory powers of — acquisi- 
tion. In my own constituency the 
Board were in treaty for an estate, but 
the condition of sale by the proprietor 
was that the prospective tenants were to 
take over the sheep stock, which they said 
was absolutely useless for their purposes. 
Where you have a well-meaning landlord 
like Sir Arthur Ford of North Uig, diffi- 
culties are put in his way by the Con- 
gested Districts Board. That gentleman 
was willing to take a certain number of 
tenants from the congested districts and 
| put them ona portion of his land, but the 
Board would not consent unless he put 
'the whole of these tenants under the 
Crofters Commission, so as to give them 
'the legal status of crofters. My hon. 
friend the Member for Elgin and Nairn 
complained that no scheme for the amelio- 
ration of the Highlands was forthcoming 
| from this side of the House. I do not 
' know whether he ever did the members 
of the Highland Land League the honour 
of reading any of their speeches ; but we 
have for years pointed out a manner of 
dealing with this question—namely, that 
the Crofters Commission, which has done 
its duty in such a way as to command the 
admiration and confidence of all parties 
in Scotland, should have its powers 
enlarged, and the scope of its operations 
extended. That brings me to the point 
in regard to the remark of the hon. 
Member for Elgin and Nairn as to the 
offer by a proprietor in my own 
| constituency, the Duke of Sutherland, 
'to his small tenants that they should 
purchase their holdings, and that 
they had refused to accept that offer 
'under advice. But the hon. Member 
_should remember that the holdings offered 
for sale were only rented at 25s. per 
‘annum, and therefore of a size impossible 
for a man to make a living ont of, In 
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regard to the remedies, I do not think 
that if any Government is only strong 
enough to face the situation there can be 
much difficulty in providing them. It is 
to be remembered that the case of the 
Highlands is entirely exceptional, and 
indeed that was the excuse already made 
for very special legislation. From the 
manner in which the Highland people 
became dispossessed of their land, any 
Government—evena Conservative Govern. 
ment—is fully justified in saying to 
the present proprietors in the Highlands 
and Islands, “ You must be prepared to 


iS Fepruary 1900} 


deal with these exceptional circumstances, | 


and, according to the remedy suggested 
by the hon. Member for Elgin and Nairn, 
no Highland proprietor in future shall be 
allowed to add to the area of deer forests 
without getting a private Bill authorising 
it.” The other remedy is an extremely 
simple matter : extend the powers of the 
Crofters Commission. In regard to this 
matter of the deer forests, | am quite 
certain that neither the House nor the 
country has the slightest conception of 
the enormous area that has been con- 
stantly added to them in the Highlands. 
The matter has not received the amount 
of attention it should have, because a 
good number of the people who speak on 
the subject speak too loosely, with the 
result that their opponents have no 
difficulty in showing that in some respects 
they are wrong. Now, it is an undoubted 
fact that formerly a large population was 
cleared out from the Highlands, and their 
houses burned down. Lowe my presence 
in this House to the fact that I am the 
son of a man whose dwelling was so 
burned down after he had been turned 
out of it. The whole population of 
Sutherlandshire, with the exception of 
that of one little strath—every living soul 
—was turned out of their homes and 
driven down to the seaside. These, be 
it remembered, were the parents of the 
men who, at that time, were fighting the 
battles of England on the Continent, 
men who had been induced to enlist on 
the assurance that they would be not 
only doing a duty to their country and 
their parents, but that they would be 
able to come home and find a place in 





which to spend the remainder of their | 


days. 
they found, instead of a home, charred 
ruins. What is the result? In the 
most populous parish of Sutherlandshire, 
where the people are relatively well off, 


But when the survivors returned | 
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where there is the largest Volunteer 
company in the county, and where there 
is all the material for a _ splendid 
contingent—not a single man volunteered 
to go to the front in South Africa. And 
why ? They say, “See what happened 
under a British Parliament and under a 
British Government to our fathers ; and 
unless you put that right we won’t go to 
fight your battles abroad, although we 
are prepared, as Volunteers, to defend 
our homes.” Take the case of the 
Inverness Militia, which was lately taken 
up to Aldershot under the command of 
The Macintosh. I have seen these men 
myself; they were not like Militia, but 
like troops who had seen service abroad ; 
big stalwart men, well set-up, and finely 
drilled. When called up, out of over a 
thousand only fourteen were found unfit 
for duty. Well, it was put to them 
whether they would not like to go to 
South Africa, and they good-humouredly 
said they would consider it if they got a 
promise of a farm or a share ina gold 
mine; but they added they were not 
going abroad to fight for a shilling a day 
after the way their forefathers were used. 
The feeling is there deep and determined, 
and that is the result of the Highland 
clearances. As I have said, very few are 
aware of how enormously the area of the 
deer forests in the Highlands has in- 
creased of late years. In 1883 the 
figures were sufficiently startling; the 
area then under deer forests was 
1,711,082 acres, whereas in 1898 it had 
increased to 2,287,297 acres, or an in- 
crease of half a million acres in six- 
teen years. I have heen led away by 
this digression from the point I was illus- 
trating. When the people were cleared 
off the land for the purpose of putting on 
sheep, the proprietors did not pay the 
crofters and small tenants for the im- 
provements which they appropriated, 
although it was these improvements 
which produced the grass that made sheep- 
farming then profitable. In the passing 
of this little measure of justice I think 
we can almost claim it by the inherent 
righteousness of the case. At the same 
time there is no reason in the world why 
a Clause should not be introduced in the 
interests of these poor people, and with 
regard to the utilisation of this large area 
of land, which is practically wasted in the 
Highlands, I do not see why that also 
should not be amended __ It is a perfectly 
good scheme. If this House only realises 


Eighth Day. 
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in a very small degree what the condition 
of these poor people in the Highlands of 
Scotland is, I am sure they would not be 
‘slow to pass this measure of relief. In 
my own constituency, which is a rural 
constituency, I can tell you that the 
supply of milk for the children is so short 
that the medical officer has been con- 
stantly referring to it in his annual 
reports to the county council. The area 
of land is so small that the crofters are 
not able to keep a sufficient number of 
cows in one place. They are decent 


people, who are law-abiding and who pay | 


their rent and taxes; and when this 
House hy its enactments gives relief to 
the big farmer, but 
tenant, it is but natural that a protest 
should he raised. 
industrious section of the community 
than the poor Highlanders. Since 
passing of the Crofters Act it is almost 
incredible to believe what these people 
have done. One of the greatest agita- 


tions that Scotland has ever witnessed | 


was that which broke out in Skye in 1896 
after the passing of the Act. It was felt 


that the crofters were doing something | 


to better their condition, to build new 
houses to which they might resort in the 
summer time. There is no desire to keep 
the Highlander there against his will. 
In my own constituency, in the best of 
parishes, emigration is so great among 
the young people that it is almost im- 
possible to get assistance in the shape of 
a lad where the small tenant is not able 
to do the work himself. On the other 
hand, in the poorest parish there is no 
_ emigration at all; they do not breed ; 
and if occasionally one or two of them do 
go away, they almost always come back. 
In the better-off parishes the parents are 
generally able to keep the children at 
school, and, when they come of age, to 
give them a decent outfit and a fair start 
in life. They do fairly well. Well, Sir, 
that is the class of people whom I would 
like to see settled. Ifit be true that there 
is no great demand for new holdings it 
makes it all the easier for the Tory 
party to deal with the question. I can 
assure the House that there is no more 
deserving people, no people that will 
better appreciate legislation in their behalf 
than these people in the Highlands, 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
GraHaM Murray, Buteshire): The first 
portion of this Amendment deals with a 


Mr. McLeod. 


{COMMONS} 


none to the small 
I do not know a more | 


the | 
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now familiar question, as I think the 
House will remember that this question 
was really fully argued last year. On that 

= I gave the view of the Govern. 

| ment on the matter, and before the present 
| debate I had refreshed my memory on the 
| subject. Ido not mean to go into the 
| question at any great length ; but I do 
| wish to say this, that I entirely demur 
|to that description of the leaseholder-- 
|assumed rather than stated —in the 
speeches which have been delivered as 
that of “a cautious crofter.” A good 

many years ago it is said he was cautious, 
and now, in the efflux of time we find him 
ina very much worse condition than the 
crofter. There are some persons in that 

| position. But the effect of extending the 

Crofters Act to all leaseholders under 
£30 would he to inelude an enormous 
number of people not in that position, 

and who, I have again and again ex- 

plained, were not in the view of the 

Government to be brought in under a 

/land court system. The Crofters Act 

| introduced a land court for a peculiar 

| people who had an historical reason for 
being allowed a privilege which no one 
else was allowed, because, although they 
had a tenure which by law was pre- 
carious, in practice it had always been 
looked upon as non-precarious, and the 

law did no more than make legal a 
tenure which had been _ practically 

customary, and this could not apply 
to those under voluntary contracts. 

It will be a sad day for Scotland if a land 

court were introduced between landlord 

and tenant. In dealing with the second 
portion of the Amendment in relation to 

deer forests, the mover passed with a 

rapid and somewhat confused touch from 
the early history of the subject to the 

present time, and did not differentiate in 
his epithets, which, however appropriate 
at one time, are so no longer. The 

“cruel evictions” referred to are things 
of the past ; and, in fact, such increase as 
there has been in afforestation in recent 
times has been by the conversion of sheep 
pastures into deer forests, because in 
certain places deer pay better than sheep. 
Another hon. Member has dwelt upon the 
depopulation which, he said, is still pro- 
ceeding in the Highlands. But the 
economic causes that make for depopula- 
tion of rural districts are common to the 
whole kingdom ; and if the more intel- 
lectual and enterprising young High- 
landers seek their fortunes far afield it is 


| 
| 
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not a matter for complaint, and, indeed, it 
is a Scotchman’s boast that his successful 
countrymen ean be found in every part of 
the world. Reference has also been made 
tw the poor success of a recruiting party, 
and mention has been made of the fact 
that from a body of the Inverness Militia 
not one would volunteer for service in 
South Africa. I am sorry for it; but 
throughout Seotland there is no lack of 
the patriotic fervour that exists in all 
parts of the kingdom. I do not 
speculate as to the reasons influenc- 
ing the Inverness men, confining 
myself to the hope and belief that they 
were personal and good reasons. One 
thing I am sure of, that is that their 
conduct was not due to any slight or 
injustice from the Government long ago. 
So far as deer forests are concerned, the 
ease failed, because the Commission cid 
not find a large extent of forest Jand 
available for erofting, though they did 
refer to land that could be advantageously 
occupied by persons suitably chosen, able 
and willing to stock and cultivate. It 
was When the land was found that the 
difficulties began, and the attitude of the 


} Government was shown in the experi- 


= 


ments being made by the Congested 
Districts Board. For the general policy 
of that Board my noble friend the Secre- 
tary for Scotland accepts entire respon- 
sibility. A wrong idea has been conveyed 
by the statement that my noble friend 
proposes to devote a certain portion of 
the funds of the Board to education. 
Advice from those best qualified to give 








it shows that young Highland people are 
at a disadvantage when going out into 


the world from ignorance of the advanced | 


forms of social life and matters of common 
knowledge to ordinary boys and _ girls. 
They do not know really the ordinary 
operations of building, carpentry, the 
proper conduct of a dairy, and so on. 
Thus, when they left their native place 


take the lowest place in the scale of labour. 
Unfortunately, as a lawyer, [ had to 
advise my noble friend that the clauses 
of the Congested Districts Acts did not 
cover that class of expenditure, and 
accordingly my noble friend approached 
the hon. Member for Sasherbod and 
several other hon. Members who may be 
termed representative in this matter to | 
see whether he could not get through the | 
House by consent a Bill to enable him to | 
do so. 
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/rent to go to the crofter. 
to go into service, they are only able to | 
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Mr. MCLEOD: The matter was not a 
subject of complaint, but it showed 
simply that the Seotch Office relied upon 
the Congested Districts Board, which was 
ho remedy. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Surely 
it is a most curious deduction to make 
that if you have five ways of doing good 
and you see a sixth way that is a 
confession of failure in regard to the 
other five. Although I did get much 
individual assistance from certain hon. 
Members, they coull not come to that 
absolute unanimity as to letting the Bill 
go through, which was the only condition 
of sueeess, and accordingly the Bill did 
not pass, There are many forms of bene- 
fitting the people other than by the 
creation of new holdings. Passmg over 
those forms and systems which are quite 
as important as any other forms, that does 
not alter the fact that the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board are anxious to try what can be 
done in that matter. I will answer the 
questions put to me by the hon. Member 
who seconded the Amendment. I ean 
assure him that we are not intentionally 
heaping up the money. We have no 
ulterior object, and we are ouly heaping up 
money because we do not wish to spend it 
until we can spend it favourably. The 
real difficulty is not getting the land, but 
getting suitable tenants, and I should like 
to read to the House one or two condi- 
tions imposed by the Congested Districts 
Board, to show how extremely liberal their 
views are if a tenant of the proper kind 
will come forward. The price of the 
holding was to be an average of £650. 
The proposal of the Congested Districts 
Board is that they are willing to lend 
that money, and allow it to be paid back 


the Queen's Speech, 


‘at 2? per cent., spread over fifty years. 


They would also arrange for the shooting 
to be paid for, the benefit of the shooting 
The way it 
would work out would be that the crofter 
would have to pay £25 18s. 11d. yearly 
for fifty years, when the loan would be 
repaid. He would get £12 19s, for the 
shooting rent, and, therefore, the holding 
world cost him £10 19s. Lid. per year. 
Now I ask hon. Members is that not a 


perfectly handsome offer, and is it not 


a good chanee for a man abie to better 
himself that by paying £10 19s. 11d. 
a year for fifty years he becomes the pro- 
prietor of the holding? If the crofter 


‘consented to erect upon his holding the 


20 Eighth Day. 
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proper buildings, the Congested Districts 
Board offer to lend him £300 towards the 
buildings, and lend it him upon the same 
terms as those upon which his holding has 
been acquired. The difference between 
our views and those which I rather sus- 
pect are held by the hon. Member who 
moved this Amendment is that we are 
determined, although we are liberal, we are 
not going to disregard economic conditions 
tn foto. If you do not insist upon it that 
the men coming forward shall be men of 
character and experience, and men who at 
least have a sufliciency of stock or the 
means of getting them, then so far from 
helping the solution of the problem of the 
crotters in the congested districts you will 
be doing your very best to make the last 
state of the Highlands worse than the 
first. 


*Mn. THOMAS SHAW — (Ilawick 
Burghs): [am bound to say that certain 
new facts have been brought to light in 
regard to this problem during the past 
year which | should have thought would 
have brought home conviction to my right 
hon. friend. It is impossible to deny that 
the state of matters in the Highlands is a 
state of peace, but of peace which must 
be followed, unless a change of policy 
ensues, by a state, I will not say of 
clamour, but of unrest which may have 
very serious consequences. Each year 
that passes over our heads sees us pos- 
sessed of a smaller and smaller area of 
land for ordinary economic purposes. 
This is a serious fact. During the past 
twelve or fifteen years afforestation has 
been in a progressive state. Of the entire 
area of the Kingdom of Scotland, not 
less than 12 per cent. is now under deer 
and devoted to the purposes of sport 
alone. 
at least a social problem which may not 
be without trouble in the future. It is 
impossible in a country like ours that 
a Crofters Act can pass without having 
its consequences, and I think the time 
has come when the House is able to fully 
recognise, in view of our past experience, 
that some extension of that measure is 
necessary. The Commission which was 
appointed in 1892 to inquire into a kin- 


dred subject gave us clearly to understand | 


how beneficial had. been the operation of 
that Act. 
Government who passed it may justly be 
proud. In regard to the relation of the 
crofter and the crofter population to 


Mr, A. Graham Murrey, 


{COMMONS} 


The House will see that this is , 


The Act is one of which the. 
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the landlords, the situation had for long 
been one of chronic debt on the one 
hand, and chronic pursuit for debt on 
the other. The result of the Statute 
economically has been that about 27 
per cent. of the entire rental of the 
crofting area has disappeared, and with 
regard to the arrears 70 per cent. has been 
completely wiped out. I venture to say 
that a policy that has been followed by 
such peace and conteutment in the rela- 
tions between landlord and tenant, after 
the passing of that measure, is a result 


‘which the authors of that Act ean look 


back upon with much satisfaction. It is 
not only with regard to the relations 
between the crofters and their landlords 
that the Act has been beneficial. The 
House may remember that in 1892 there 
was laid on the Table of this House a 
report from the Deer Forests Commission. 
The personnel of that Commission was 
largely identical with the personnel of the 
Crofters Commission itself. They took that 
occasion to make certain remarks as to the 
alterations during the period succeeding 
the passing of the Crofters Act, and their 
verdict has been, with regard to the land 


' possessed by the crofters, that such land 


is now better tilled, better drained, and 
better fenced than it ever was under the 
old system. An opinion like that, so 
manifestly favourable, is hound to have an 
effect upon the mind of the surrounding 
population. What has been the history of 
Ireland in this matter ? You would never 
have had peace in Ireland upon this topic 
of land occupation unless you had been 
content to extend the benefit of such a 
statute to the leascholder. [I remember 
quoting a sentence from a speech made hy 
Lord Salisbury, in which he brushed aside 
all those legal and technical subtleties 
founded on by the Lord Advocate, 
and said the leaseholder’s position was 
that he held a longer tenure than the 
tenant at will, but that he was side by side 
with the tenant at will, and should, like 
him, have fixity of tenure and other rights. 
The result in Ireland has been eminently 
satisfactory, and why should the lease- 
holders of Scotland have the door slammetl 
in their faces in this matter? I support 
my hon. friend who has moved this 
Amendment because I think it is a matter 
in which it is the duty of Scotch Members 
to iterateand reiterate, until the mind of the 
House becomes saturated with the neces- 
sity of this reform. On the other hand, the 
motion has reference to and a considerable 
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hearing upon the operations of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and here I do not 
think my right hon. friend has done very 
much service to that Board by laying the 
whole blame or the whole glory for its 
operations at one single door, namely, 
the door of the Secretary for Scotland. 
Of course I am not going to repeat here 
what I urged as strongly as I could when 
the Bill creating that Board was before 
this House, namely, that unless you give 
powers for the compulsory acquiring of 
land you were setting that body into 
existence tied hand and foot, and so fatally 
impeded its progress. There are many 
ways in which the expenditure of money 
inthe Highlands can be undertaken for 
the benefit of the population. We have 
the expenditure of money for communica- 
tion by roads, light railways, and the 


like; we have the expenditure in the | 


case Of the present Government by 
yrants in aid of the taxpayers in agri- 
cultural districts. We also have the ex- 
penditure of money for industrial pur- 
poses tinder the Congested Districts Board 
Act; but at the bottom of all that ex- 
penditure we ought to have the expendi- 
ture of money upon a scheme for enabling 
crofters, or that class of people, to have 
land upon reasonable terms, on which 
they can work out their own betterment 
in life, and pay their taxes like their 
neighbours. Unless you do that you 
are only building a superstructure with- 
out laying the foundation. So far as 
we can gather the result up to the pre- 
sent is that the Congested Districts 
Board, which has been in existence for 
two and a half years, has obtained grants 
from the ‘Treasury to the extent of 
£70,000. What has it done with regard 
to assisting the acquirement of land by 
the crofting population ¢ The whole figure 
on that head amounts only to about 
£1,400 to £1,500, 


*Mr. WEIR: £1,451. 
*Mer. THOMAS SHAW : Therefore 


the result of all this is that of this 
£70,000, the main purpose of which 


Was to bring the people of the proper ' 


class back to the land, more especially in 
the neighbourhood of existing holdings, 


only 2 per cent. has been expended. What | 
| fear is that the Congested Districts | 


Board lacked power to begin with, and it 
also lacks nerve and resolution, — It is im- 
possible to have listened to such a speech 


(8 Feprvary 1900! 


| does it pay the nation best ? 
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as that delivered by my hon, friend the 
Member for Orkney without feeling that 
there is land in abundance in Scotland 
which could be acquired even without com- 
pulsory powers upon reasonable terms. 
The Treasury, however, has been substan- 
tially controlled by the Scotch Board, 
who will not bring the people back to 
the land. My right hon. friend made one 
remark that I cannot say I listened to 
with very much satisfaction. He gave 
an instance of the rental arising from 
shooting and deer forests, and said the 
latter pays best. Yes, but whom does it 
pay? It may pay the landlord best, but 
That other 
element is one which we may well con- 
sider at this moment, when our High- 
landers are taking their share in battle 
for this country. There is another 
element besides the purely economic aspect 
of this question, and that is that you are 
gradually depleting the area of land on 
which you can grow a healthy and a hardy 
and a virile population. We know to-day 
what such people can do in times of war 
and in times of national trouble, and I 
want our legislation shaped upon lines 
and upon economic conditions, which will 
give the Highlands a chance of flourishing 
and of replenishing the British Empire in 
its strength. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness-shire) : I am 
surprised that the Lord Advocate has taken 
the course which he has done to-night 
and opposed this Amendment. My hon. 
friend proposed as a compromise that if 
his very moderate demand were accepted 
he would give up the still more 
important portion, but the Lord Advo- 
cate does not even concede that which, 
time after time, before the right hon, 
Gentleman was Lord Advocate, the 
leaders of both sides declared should be 
given. When I listened to his speech to- 
night, I wished that the Lord Advocate 
knew really more of the facts of the ease. 
He has told the House that this is a pro- 
posal made by those who wish to introduce 
Irish methods into Great Britain. Why, 
this proposal was first made fourteen 
years ago in this House; and by whom 
does he think? By a noble Lord who 
was the largest owner of land in Scotland 
—who owned more than a_ million 
acres. This proposal was first made in 
this House by the present Duke of 
Sutherland, who was then Marquess of 
Stafford—not by any crofter or an Irish- 
Eighth Day. 











999 Address in Answer to 


man, but by a man who owns more 
land than any other living person. Both 


the same position as the holder from year 
to year. The bulk of the leaseholders 
are simply crofters who, having made 
improvements, are desirous of getting 
security for them, and they required pro- 
tection much more than any other class. 
When the Conservative Government came 
into power they brought in a Bill which 
at once destroyed over 150,000 leases. 
We have been told that the Highland 
tenants were not harshly but generously 
rented, but fourteen years experience of 
the Crofters Act has demonstrated that 
they were more rack-rented than the 
Irish tenants. So that, as far as the case 
of the crofters is concerned, it has 
been made out that it is based 
upon equity and justice. Of course, 
the Government now refuse what we 
ask. My hon. friend in introducing this 
motion gave some very startling statistics 
regarding the great decrease of the popu- 
lation in our Highland counties. The 
facts stated did not give the House the 
impression that otherwise they might 
have done. ‘The case is very much worse, 
as I will explain. Take Argyllshire, for 
instance. The hon. Member says that 
during forty years there has been a reduc- 
tion in the population of Argyllshire of 
20,000, and that is perfectly true. But 
it must be remembered that five or six 
hig towns have grown up in Argyllshire 
during that period. The decrease in the 


‘COMMONS? 





rural population in the Highlands has | 


been about one-half. What = is 
economic condition now as shown by the 
last returns’ [ won’t take Skye or Lewes, 
which we have had before. hut I will take 
Mull, which I do not think has ever come 
before us. During the forty years from 
Is41 to 1881 the population of Mull was 
reduced from 10,000 to 5,000, or 50 per 
cent., and what is the picture we get in 
the last report? It says that there are 
tifteen farms in Mull with an annual value 
of over £4,000, and they are now all in 
the hands of the Duke of Argyll. He 
has got to keep those farms with their 


the | 


stock, and he has them on_ his 
hands. That shows the failure — of | 
the old system. If we had a 


really active Congested Districts Board 
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congestion in the Highlands is causing 


ithe growth of pauperism, and you have 
sides admit that the leaseholder was in 


all the best people leaving the districts, 
The Lord Advocate wonders why we 
object to this, but I cannot see his logic, 
for if your best people go away and your 
worst remain, the country must de- 
teriorate either intellectually, morally, 
or physically. Surely, as a_ patriotic 
Scotsman, the right hon. Gentleman can- 
not desire that. ‘That is the reason why 
we object to it. Is this the case in Nor- 
way and Switzerland ¢ How do we stand 
in Scotland! Our case has been brought 
year after year before the House, and 
our facts have been admitted by the First 
Lord of the Treasury himself. The prin- 
ciple has been admitted and a remedy 
suggested, because for many years 
emigration has been urged by hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House. ‘That was tried, and large sums 
of money were voted by this Parliament 
for the experiment. It is now admitted 
that the experiment was a dead failure, 
and the £20,000 which was voted might 
just as well have been pitched into the 
Thames. I have visited one of the 
settlements in Manitoba, and there was 
not a single soul left in the houses 
there. We ask for migration, and we 
say that there is plenty of land in Seot- 
land. There was the Commission of 1890, 
and their Report demonstrated that there 
was plenty of Jand, and so that is not a 
mere statement made by us. They classi- 
fied a scheme which showed that there 
was 794,000 acres capable of cultivation 
as new crofts. Half a million acres were 
recommended as farms of moderate size 
to vive to the more enterprising people, 
and we did expect that the Congested 
Districts Board, after it was appointed, 
would have done something to carry out 
those recommendations, Two years ago 
the First Lord of the Treasury said we 
were in too big it hurry and expected 
results all at once. What has been the 
result of nearly three years experience ! 
Why, that rather less than £1,500 has 
heen spent in migrating the population. 
I admit that they are making arrange- 
ments to spend £18,000 more. The whole 
sum they have spent for every purpose 
has been about 10 per cent., and this 
£18,000 is only one half of the sum they 


they would give relief to the Duke| will get this year, for they will receive 
and the other great landlords, and take | £35,000. They still have £62,000 out of 
tiem ont of the unfortunate position in| the £70,000 which was voted by this 


which they now. find themselves. 


Dr, Clark, 


That 


Llouse two years ago, That is the con 
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dition of things we have got after nearly 
three years working of the Board. Having 


no compulsory powers, we knew from the | 


beginning that they would not be able 
to do much, and all they have been able to 


do is to issue advertisements asking | 


Highland landlords to sell their estates. 


cannot get the land. We have been told 
that we do not suggest any remedy, but 
we have suggested remedies, and the 
House has practically admitted that our 
remedies are just and practical. Want 


of time during the session might make | 


legislation impracticable, but there is no 
great question coming before the House 
which is likely to take up much time this 
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being brought forward ; the measures pro- 
posed are such that all sides might feel in- 
clined to pass. This is a session when there 
is no great burning political question, and 
therefore important legislation of this 
kind might be passed. Now we are told 


( _ that nothing will be done by this Govern- 
But until you get compulsory powers you | 


ment, and what is worse, the Government 
have gone back from the position formerly 
taken up by the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the Cabinet by now 


| opposing this matter on principle. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 





session. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. | 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry | 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bart, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dann, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Lngledew, Charles John 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (C:unorgan 
Varquharson, Dr, Robert 
Farrell, James 1’. (Cavan, W.) | 
Fenwick, Charles 

hiranch, Peter 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn | 


Arnold, Alfred | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Hailey. James (Walworth) 


There is no great party question , 186. 


AYES, 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 


| Harrington, Timothy 


Hayden, John Patrick 


: Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cumb Pd) 
Leese, Sir J. PF. (Accrington) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 

Mae Donnell, Dr. M.A.(Q'n’s€. ) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Crae, George 

M ‘Ghee, Riehard 

M‘henna, Reginald 

MiLeod, John 

Mandeville, J. Franeis 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
W' Brien, P. J. (‘Lipperary) 


NUES. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh'r) 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. HLS. -(Hunts. } 





| Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol | 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 


(Division List No. 5.) 


Oldroyd, Mark 
(YMalley, William 
Palmer,George Wm.( Reading) 
Parnell, John Howard 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pinkerton, John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
tedmond, John E.(Waterford) 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (ition) 
Roberts, Jolin H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Doneval, W.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, a‘homas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. ) 
Wilson, frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Woods, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THR AYES-— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. \‘Arthur. 


Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


highth bay, 
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Brookfield, A. Montagu 


eae —s George 
Campbell, J . M. (Dublin) 
- avendish, hk. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. AW (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W ore'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings: Rt. ‘Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glase w) 
Cornwallis, Fie snnesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dorington, Sir John Edwd. 
Doughty, George 
Yonglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dousl as-Pennant, Hon. EK. S. 
Dane combe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. ing Win. Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de ‘Tatton 
oltowon ton AiiwyaRdwand 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJd.( Mane 
Fieid, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
rite Wygram, General Sir FP. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
lower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J: Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major. General 
Ciorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 


, Middlemore, J. 


Coschen, RtHnG.d(St.George’s | 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Craham, Henry Robert 
(iray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Monckton, 


Creen, Walford D (Wednesb’y) | 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Ciull, Sir Cameron 
flamilton. Rt. Hon, LordGeorge 
Hanbury. Rt. Hon, Robert Win. 


Main question again proposed, 


_ TAXATION OF 
*Mr. CLANCY 
in rising to move, as an 
add at the end of the 
words——* But we humbly 


Your Majesty that the over taxation of 
promises 

the expenditure 
Africa, 


which 
aggravated by 
in South 


Lreland, 
vreatly 
on the war 


IRELAND. 
(Dublin County, N.), 


Amendment, to 
Question the 
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Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill, § 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hpzier, Hon. JamesHenryCeeil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnson. Ferguson, Jabez Edw. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 


SirEdwardStock( Bristol) | 


Lawrence.SirE. Durning-(Corn 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Curry 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’nsea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shad well, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liv erpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. FE. 
Thiogmorton 
Milbank.Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Miiward, Colonel Vietor 
Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert Jasper Shrops. ) 
Morton, Arth. H.A.( Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
(Neill, Hlon. Robert Torrens 


with a 
Mr. Speaker, 
represent to 
to become 


is a most 





mands the early 
view 


the Queen *g Sy oh, 








Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, = James 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Rie hardson, SirThos.(Hart’pl) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehurech) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith,Hon. W.P.D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas, (Somerset) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’Taveart 
Stirling-Max well, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot,Rt.HnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniy. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey Be 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arey 
Young.Commander ( Berks.) 
TELLERS FOR THK NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


serious and pressing grievance, and de- 


attention of Parliament 
to its removal,” said: 
the subject of the Amend- 


ment which stands in my name has been 
hefore the House several times in recent 
years, hut I make no apology and I offer 
no excuse for bringing it forward on the 
present oce asion. 


The first reason why 


we think it necessary at this stage of the 
session to bring under 
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of Parliament once more the financial rela- 
tions between Great Britain and Ireland is 
thatall Ireland is practically united on this 
question, There was some doubt, I 
believe, as to one particular part of Ire- 
land being in disagreement with the rest 
—I mean the city of Belfast. That stood 
apart in what Lord Salisbury would call 
“splendid isolation ” on this question. I 
believe, however, that the hon. Member 
for South Belfast nuw vceupies a sort of 
political Spion Kop, where he stands 


alone in resistance to the assaults of 
modern degeneracy. 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: The 


four Members for Belfast’ are united on 
the question. 


*Mr. CLANCY: LT refer to Belfast for 
this reason. A short time ago a deputa- 
tion from the All Lreland Committee 
waited on the Corporation of Belfast, and, 
although the hon. Member for South 
Belfast represents the city on most ques- 
tions, the Corporation agreed to take a 
stand with the rest of Ireland on this 
matter ; and when Lam told by the hon. 
Member that the four Members for the 
city have taken up the same position as 
he has [ would remind him that one of 
the Royal Commissioners on whose 
report we base our claim was one of the 
four Members for Belfast, and as far as | 
know he has never since recanted his 
opinion on the question, Jreland is there- 
fore practically united in believing that it 
has a grievance, and, feeling a grievance, it 
has naturally forced on the attention of 
its representatives in this House the 
absolute necessity of pressing its claim for 
redress upon every oceasion that offers 
itself, whether it is pleasing to the Govern- 
ment or to the House or not. [am sorry 
to say that there was ground for disap- 
pointment and dissatisfaction last session 
because an opportunity for ventilating 
this grievance was not found, and I have 
only to offer for myself the explanation 
that the mishap occurred owing to some 
misunderstanding. The fact that Lreland 
is united on this question, as well as the 


ma 
ample reasons for my standing here to- 
night in the name of the united Irish 
party to propose this Amendment. There 
1s also another reason. We have as the 
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van agen and urgency of the demands | 
e€ upon us to bring it forward, are | 
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remarkable circumstance — indeed the 
most remarkable of its kind in political 
history. that a Commission constituted 
as the late Royal Commission on the 
Financial Relations between Great Britain 
and Ireland was, should have reported by 
so overwhelming a majority in favour of 
the case made by the representatives of 
Ireland. The House may rest assured 
that, until redress is afforded, that verdict 
of the Royal Commission will be heard of 
session after session. The right hon. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


‘Gentleman the Leader of the House has 


rather sneered at the Commission ; he 
spoke of it as “this intelligent Commis 
sion.” The phrase was not used ino a 
complimentary sense, and | think it was 
a very inappropriate sneer to address to 
a body composed of the first financial 
experts of thetEmpire, most of whom were 
Englishmen, aud many of whom had been 
actually employed in high positions in 
the financial departments of the State 
by different Governments. The — third 
reason why [ meve this Amendment. will 
obviously occur to the minds of hon. 
Members. If the present system of indis- 
criminate taxation results in’ injustice 
being done to Ireland, as Ireland 
contends it does, it is plain that that 
injustice will be aggravated by every 
addition to the sum levied in accordance 
with that system. Of course, [ am 
alluding to the present war, which will 
probably add tens of millions to the 
taxation of the country. If you bore that 
burden yourselves, as you alone are 
responsible for the war, and you alone will 
benefit by it if any success accrues from 
it, I would not have anything to say in 
the matter ; but for every £1 added to the 
taxation of the country by reason of the 
war, the injustice done to Ireland by the 
present indiscriminate system of taxation 
will be proportionately inereased and 
aggravated. Under these circumstances 
it would be preposterous if the repre- 
sentatives of the overwhelming majority 
of the people of Ireland allowed even 
the preliminary stages of the session 
to pass without making a stand against 
that system. For these reasons we have 
brought forward this question to-night, 
and I propose to offer neither apology nor 
excuse for so doing, but I may perhaps 
relieve the House with the assurance that 
I do not intend to enter into this question 
in detail. The reason is perfectly plain. 


basis of our demand an unexampled | The speeches of the hon. Member for 
verdict in our favour. I think itis a most | North Longford and the hon. and learned 


Lighth Day. 
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Member for Waterford, and, certainly 
not least, the speeches of the hon, and 
learned Member for Plymouth have so 
stated our case, aud proved it so 
conclusively, that I am relieved from 
going over ground so_ frequently 
trodden and with such effect. I do not 
intend, therefore, to do more than glance 


in outline at our case; and answer, if I, 


may respectfully say so, some points in 
the last speech delivered on this subject 
by the First Lord of the Treasury. We 
take our stand upon what the Unionist 
Members of this House seem to regard 
as almost an Ark of the Covenant 
—I mean the Act of Union, and 
especially on the seventh article of that 
Act. tl do not know whether hon. 
Members on the other side, who speak 
80 glibly on this subject against our ease, 
have ever read that article. If they have 
uot, 1 would, in all humility, advise them 
to read it, because they will find there 
the whole justification not only for our 
action, but for the verdict of the Royal 
Commission, At the time of the Union 
Ireland and England had certain debts, 
and the debt of Ireland was very much 
smaller in comparison than the debt of 
England ; not only that, but the cireum- 
stances of the two countries were very 
dissimilar, and accordingly the authors of 
the Union—Pitt and Castlereagh—volun- 
tarily declared that it would be unjust to 
tax Ireland and England on the same 
level, and they, consequently, provided 
that the countries should not be taxed on 
the same level until their circumstances 
had become similar and until the debts of 
the two countries had approached a certain 
proportion toeachother. Thatseemeda fair 
offer, and probably would have been a fair 
offer, if the proportion which Ireland was 
to pay to the Imperial expenditure had 
heen fixed at a proper figure. But it was 
fixed at a figure which the Lrish House of 
Lords and all the patriotic party and all 
unpurchased intellect of Ireland declared 
would prove the ruin of the country. The 
natural consequence was that your taxa- 
tion, owing to your foreign wars, having 
risen jby leaps and bounds, our taxation 
rose similarly. You broke the treaty as 
soon as ever 1t was made, because one of 
its conditions was that you were to borrow 
not on the separate credit of each 
country, but on the joint credit of both, 
and instead of that, when Ireland could 
not pay the preposterous sum you de- 
manded of her, you broke the treaty in 


Mr. Clancy. 
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the first year or two after it was made by 
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the (ueen’s Spe veh, 


horrowing on the separate credit of 
Ireland. The result was that the pro 
vision in the Act of Union that the debt 
of Ireland should reach a certain propor- 
tion of the debt of England before 
taxation could be equalised occurred in 
1816, and then you took alvantage of 
your own wrong. [An Hon. Member: 
After Waterloo.] Yes, after Waterloo, 
where the Irish soldiers had saved you, 


you taxed Ireland on the high level of 
your own country. What the 7th 
article provided was that the two 
countries were to be treated as two 


separate entities for finance ; they were 
legislatively united, but in finance they 
were to reeeive separate treatment, and 
as a matter of fact, as everyone knows, 
they did receive separate treatment, to 
a certain extent, for the first half of the 
present century, for it} was not until 
1853, when Mr. Gladstone began his 
policy of plunder, which was followed 
impartially by his successors, that the 
present system, under which Ireland is 
robbed of £3,000,000 a year, was isti- 
tuted. But under the Act of Union the 
two countries were not to be taxed on 
the same level unless, not only their debts 
approached to a certain proportion the 
one of the other, but also unless their cir- 
cumstances had become similar. Does 
any hon. Member in this House believe 
|that the circumstances of Ireland and 
| England have ever been similar during the 
| last ninety-nine years? Instead of be- 
}coming similar they have been growing 
'more and more dissimilar every year, 
'and consequently never, during the last 
' ninety-nine years, have you been justified 
‘in carrying out the transaction of 1817, 
‘which, let me observe, cannot supersede 
the Treaty of the Union. The Act of 
| Union was a treaty made between two 
| nations; the Act of 1817 was made by 
yourselves. It destroyed one of the 
fundamental articles of the Act of Union; 
you had no moral authority to do such an 
act, and you have no moral authority for 
continuing it now. Well, but, if all this 
be so, the Act of Union, as we contend, 
answers every crilicism made in reply to 
our case. Take the first: the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
says that no injustice is done because 
everyone is taxed alike in England and 
in Ireland. Why that is our grievance, 
that is the very thing we complain of, 
because we have a _ right according 
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to the Act of Union to he taxed 
lower than you are, and merely to 
put us on an equality is doing us an in- 
justice. Take again the suggestion of the 
late Leader of the Opposition—I don’t 
know what position he occupies now. He 
says, “I cannot agree to discriminate in 
the matter of taxation, but if you Irish 
Members will only help me to reduce the 
duty on tea and tobacco and put it on 
the income tax, I will be quite ready to 
take that course.” He does not see that 
the benefiting of the poorer classes in 
England and Ireland equally —- which 
would be the result of such a course— 
is absolutely shutting his eyes to our 
case. I say if you reduce the taxation of 
tea in England and Ireland to-morrow, if 
you abolish it altogether, it will not abolish 
our grievance or diminish it one atom, 
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| Ireland, but whether Ireland, as a whole, 
/is taxed beyond her relative taxable 
| capacity. At the same time, it is obvious 
that not merely some industries, but all 
industries, and not merely some _in- 
dividuals, but the whole people, must be, 
‘if the country as a whole is overtaxed. 
|The arguments on this subject are so 
plain that I will forbear to go through 
‘them. I should like, however, to 
refer to one or two authorities who 
‘will be respected in this House. The 
First Lord of the Admiralty was, I be- 
| lieve, the first to appoint a Committee to 
enquire into this question in 1890. The 
| right hon. Gentleman was responsible for 
+ the reference to that Committee, and 
_none of the arguments we now hear were 
raised in that reference. It was not the 
grievance of the individual that was to 


the Queen's Speech. 








because the poor in Ireland are entitled | be enquired into, but of the country, and 
to be taxed less heavily than their brethren | when I am told that we are not now to be 
in England. Then again we are told that | treated as a fiscal entity, I ask whether the 
itis only the individual who is taxed ; that | Governmenthave any sense of consistency. 
it is all a mistake to think that Ireland is| Another gentleman who is very much 
taxed. That is the argument of the before the public at present—Sir Alfred 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of | Milner—wrote a very remarkable article 
the Treasury. Well, Sir, I think it is in the Edinburgh Review, in which he 
time to give up that sort of argument. I | answered all the statesmen and politicians 
again say that the answer to it is to be who say that Ireland is not now to be 
found in the 7th Article of the Act of | treated as a separate entity in matters of 
Union. It is the individuals living within | finance. He said that the separate con- 
a certain prescribed area who were to | sideration of Ireland was recognised in the 
be taken into consideration, and again | Act of Union, and to refuse so to regard it, 
I say that the 7th Article is my answer | even if defensible, would be in the highest 
to the right hon. Gentleman when he talks | degree cowardly and impolitic. I have 
of the individual and not the country | no hesitation in saying—I do not mean 
being taxed. Then the right hon. | to speak with disrespect of anybody 
Gentleman asks, “Are the existing | that our case has been met by a series of 

taxes injurious to the industries of | puerilities and inconsistencies, of which 

Ireland, or oppressive to the individual ?” | their authors ought to be ashamed. Take 
There is nothing in the Act of Union some of them. The First Lord of the 
about taxation being injurious to Irish | Treasury made a famous speech at Man- 
industries or oppressive to the individual. | chester—I do not think he has repeated 
The Act says that it is Ireland that is to | it in this House—in which he said— 

be taken into account. Lord Castlereagh, | 


speaking on this subject, said— ‘* Where is the grievance? All this taxation 


| is raised from duties on commodities. Stop 
“As to the future it is expected that the | using these commodities and there is no taxa- 

two countries shall move forward together and | tion. It is within the power of the Trish people 

unite as to expenditure in the measure of | to put an end to their own grievance. 

their relative resources. Jreland has in the | 

ith Article of the treaty the utmost possible | If this is so, the whole case for Free 


security that she cannot be taxed beyond the | Trade is gone. Puta tax on food and the 
right hon. Gentleman would answer in 


measure of her comparative ability, and the | 

rate of her contribution must ever correspond | ‘ “YW. 

to her relative wealth and prosperity.” | defence of such a policy, “ You need not 
| eat bread or bake flour; you have, there- 

That is the Seventh Article explained. fore, no grievance.” The case for an 

It is not whether taxation is injurious to | income tax is gone too. The taxation of in- 

any particular Irish industries or oppres- | comes is intended to equalise the difference 

sive to any particular individuals in| between the burthens on personal and 
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real property, but if you tax commodities 
sufficiently, according to the argument of 
the First Lord of the Treasury, there is 
no reason for income tax at all, because, 
if persons choose to buy dutiable com- 
modities, they tax themselves voluntarily. | 
When the right hon. Gentleman says that | 
we need not consume these articles, the | 
answer is, as every man knows who 
examines his own conscience in the 
matter, that a man buys articles volun- 
tarily, but pays the duty involuntarily, 
and perhaps sometimes with the help | 
of the policeman and the excise officer. 
Then there is another puerile argument. 
The First Lord of the Treasury says: | 


“Tax Ireland _ sufficiently, and you, 

" 4 . ’ | 
remedy all its financial grievances.” He | 
was ridiculing the idea that the, 


taxation of Ireland ought to be regulated | 
by the comparative taxable capacity of | 
the country. He says that’s all nonsense ; 
if Ireland pays 24 millions in excess, and | 
if the taxation raised on tea, tobacco, and | 
spirits is increased by that amount, it 
would be impossible for the poorer classes 
in Ireland to enjoy these three articles, | 
which they would then cease to consume, 
and the Irish grievance would disappear, 


| 
| 
| 


because Ireland would pay nothing | 
. : : = | 
if it did not consume any of these | 
articles. Let me_ present another | 


reductio ad absurdum. There is a better | 
and more effective way of remedying the | 
wrongs of Ireland. Kill the people alto- | 
gether. Wipe them out. Send over your | 
Nordenfelts, if you can spare any from | 
South Africa, turn them on the Irish | 
people, and all Irish grievances will dis- | 
appear. Ireland would, according to the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman, 
pay no taxes, but the real fact is that a 
number of poor people would be deprived | 
of the comforts and necessities of life 
without any public advantage, and the 
burden would be changed from a financial 
into an economic one. Then the First | 
Lord of the Treasury gives us another 
reductio ad ubsurdum. He says reduce the | 
duty on tea, tobacco, and spirits, and you | 
may find that the amount paid in taxation | 
will increase. There would be no griev- 
ance in that; you would be simply 
gevting tea, tobacco, and spirits cheaper, 
and if you were paying more duty you | 
would be drinking more tea and spirits 
and smoking more tobacco at less cost. 
I now come to the last point made | 
against us. It appears we get a set off. | 
The First Lord admits the findings of the | 
Mr. Clancy. 
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Commission, but he says that there is, 
after all, no injustice, because there is this 
set-off. Although I have been accustomed 
to expect that sort of argument from him 
and others, he astonished me when he 
made out in this House that wewere get- 
ting about £355,000 a year more than we 
gave. I want to make two or three 
remarks upon this question of set-off. In 
the first place I say there can be no such 
thing according to law. The Act that 
you yourself here passed in 1817 declared 
in the most express language that the 
expenditure out of the Consolidated Fund 
of the United Kingdom should be made 
indiscriminately wherever it was required. 
I have authority here for  stating— 
although I hope I shall not be called 
upon to read it, because it would delay 
the House-—-that the provision in the Act 
of 1817 regarding indiscriminate expen- 
diture has always up to the present, in 
the opinion of ali your leading statesmen, 
cut at the very root of the theory of a 


the Queen’s Speech. 


| set-off. You cannot have a set-off accord- 


ing to law. I say, moreover, that theory 
is intrinsically ludicrous. Suppose it was 
carried out, then, what are you going to 
do with Gibraltar?) What taxes do you 
get from Gibraltar? I do not know 
that you get any at all, but [ am 
perfectly certain that you do not get 
one thousandth part of what you spend 
there. Will you, nevertheless, say that, 
if the inhabitants of Gibraltar complain 
of over-taxation there is a set off? Or 
again, take Portsmouth. You have a 
tremendous case of a_ set-off against 
Portsmouth. Portsmouth must have 
millions a year spent upon it, and I doubt 
if it gives you £10,000 a year in taxa- 
tion. But do you say that set-off applies 
here? The absurdity of the theory was, 
however, best domonstrated by the answer 
Member for Plymouth. 
He says— 


“Double the police force of Ireland, and you 
will remedy Ireland's grievance, because you 
will give back the money that you take from 
her.” : 


All the complaint we hear about over- 
taxation in France, in Italy, in Turkey 
is all bosh if this theory of a set-off 
is allowed at all. I have heard question 
after question asked in this House about 
the way the Fellaheen of Egypt and the 
Christian subjects of the Porte in Armenia 
and elsewhere used to be plundered by 
excessive taxation. But they get it all 
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back—sometimes in the shape of lead 
to shoot them, sometimes in the shape 


of halters to hang them, but at all events | 
they get it back. The money extracted | 
from them is all spent in the country. | 


Every penny that is raised out of 
Armenia is spent in Armenia. Armenia, 
therefore, according to the First Lord 
of the Treasury, has no 
grievance. 


for his tobacco and tea a good deal more 
than his rent every year—what compensa- 
tion is it to him to hear that the police 
force in Ireland is doubled ? 
great consolation it is to him to hear that 
the Chief Secretary has spent another 
£1,000 upon his lodge, or that £100 has 


been spent in decorating St. Patrick’s | 


Hall in Dublin Castle! The thing is too 
ridiculous to argue. Even if you bought 
the hay for your troops in Kildare, what 
would the people gain? They would only 


get the extra profit which the increased | 


demand for hay would give, that is all. 
I say that this theory of set-off is there- 
fore not only contrary to law, but is 
in theory absolutely and_ intrinsically 
ludicrous. But it is not merely 
puerilities, but inconsistencies that are 
resorted to in order to 
the budget of the First Lord. 
Sometimes the position taken up is 
that the place of expenditure is the 
test; that is when you 
prove a set-off. When you want to 
establish a set-off you say the place of 


expenditure benefits, and consequently | 


you have an overwhelming case. There is 
so much that goes to Ireland, and | 
Ireland gets the benefit of it, and | 
where, you say, is your grievance ? | 
But I observe that when you come to) 
find out what is Imperial expenditure, the | 
place of expenditure is not the test at all. | 
For instance, here are items which [| 
think everyone in the House will regard | 
as being of an Imperial character : Volun- | 
teers—they are Imperial; War Office— | 
that is Imperial; ordnance factories— | 
that is Imperial; military education, 
shipbuilding and other things of that 
kind—all that is Imperial. But it is not 





Imperial according to your own principle, 
because all of it is spent in England. If you 
say that the cost of constabulary is to be 
charged to the debit of Ireland because 
the money is spent in Ireland, then I say 
you ought to deduct the £19,000,000 
expended on the items I have pointed out, 
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| and debit them to the local expenditure 
/in England. Have some principle, and 
act upon it ; but for Heaven’s sake do not 
go for two principles—one to suit your- 
selves in the one country, and the other 
to defeat us in the other country. Let 
me now take two or three items which 
in the budget of the First Lord 
make up the great account against us. 
There is the constabulary vote. The 
right hon. Gentleman is quite satisfied 


the Queen’s Speech. 


to put balf of that only to the 
debit of Ireland. But not even 
| half the constabulary grant ought 


to be charged against Ireland, because 
tne half which he would now debit us 
with was expressly made an Imperial 
charge as compensation for the ruin in 
flicted on Ireland by the repeal of the 
Corn Laws. Now you want to take it 
off the Consolidated Fund to establish, 
'forsooth, this _ set-off. Then take 
the Agricultural Grant. The right hon. 
Gentleman assumes that that is to be 
treated as local expenditure in Ireland. 
I deny it. Not a penny of it ought to 
be treated as Irish local expenditure. 
It was given as part of a scheme for 
relieving agricultural distress in the three 
kingdoms. It was given to Scotland on 
the same principle; it was given to 
England on the same principle, and it is 
plainly an Imperial charge. And, by the 
way, two years’ arrears of this grant 
is due to us,andI am very much afraid that 
never see the colour of the 
money, for we have not even got the 
interest on the insufficient Agricultural 
Grant. Then the produce of the local 
taxation licences spent in Ireland is 
considered again as Imperial expendi- 
ture. Why should it be? The 
very same sort of licences exist in 
England, and their produce is ear- 
marked for England, and they do not 
go into the Imperial accounts. The 
same thing happens in Scotland ; they 
are regarded there as outside the Imperial 
account. By what audacity can you 
assume to treat the proceeds of the local 
taxation licences in Ireland in a different 
manner ? One item really astonished me. 
The cost of the collection of Imperial taxes 
comes to about £241,000 a year in 
Ireland, and actually the First Lord of 
the Treasury, in order to make up the 
astonishing budget to which I have 
already referred, and which makes it 
appear as if there were an Irish deficit 
every year of £360,000, debits Ireland 
Eighth Day. 
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with the cost of collecting the 
revenue, part of which is used 


for the support of the troops in South 
Africa. A more preposterous idea I have 
never heard, and I do not think anybody 
in his senses ever dreamt of. There are 
several other items of expenditure which 
are distinctly Imperial, but which you 
choose to treat as Irish expenditure in 
the face of all reason. Take the cost of 
stationery ; you use stationery for your 
Government offices in Dublin, and you do 


not buy a sheet of paper in Dublin. In my | 


constituency there are excellent paper mills 
conducted by a political opponent of mine, 
a very successful and enterprising business 
man—a Mr. Drury. Yet youdo not geta 
pound of paper from him ; his mills may 
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faithful followers in Ireland, and they 
were treated in the same way—robbed of 
half their grant, and Ireland robbed of 
the rest. You are going on in the same 
way still. The money in the savings 
banks in Ireland yields to investors 
only 24 per cent.—I do not think 
it gives so much; the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will probably correct 
me—-but what have you been doing ? 
You have been lending it through 
the Board of Works to the Irish local 
authorities at 3} per cent. You get the 
| produce of the sale of quit rents in Ire- 
| land, and what do you do with that? It 
‘is Irish property. A Parliamentary 
| Return contains on its face the unblushing 
| statement that it is used for the purpose 
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go idle although he makes excellent paper. of a certain profit to the Treasury of 
You do not buy a single sheet of paper | England. Yet the First Lord of the Trea- 
in Ireland, and yet you charge the cost | sury tells us that England is to treat 
of your stationery to the local expendi- Ireland because of the past with British 
ture of Ireland, although it is all used | generosity and British benevolence. I 


for the purposes of the Imperial Govern- | wish to God she would show it by 
ment. It is a fraud and a humbug to) ceasing to rob us. I for one would 


| 
| 
| 
talk of a set-off at all. Now I have only | prefer to have my own property left 
a few more words to say. We have been | to me than to have it taken away and 
met in this matter by puerilities, in-| be compensated by your alms. At 
consistencies, and meannesses through-| the same time, I have to say this: 
out the whole of this century. You/|that you have robbed us of  s0 
began your series of thefts last century | much, that you are robbing us. still 
when you increased the Irish debt by | of so much, you are bound to make 
palming off all sorts of doubtful | restitution; and I warn you that, no 
characters, whom you dared not provide | matter what restitution you make, unless 
for in this country, on to our pension list. | you cease the system of robbing, you will 
The Irish pension list, to use the famous | never get any thanks from the Irish 
words of John Philpot Curran, contained | people. We do not know what will 
every, description of man, woman, and | happen during the next few years, but 
child, from the exalted excellence of a| for my own part I should be untrue to 
Hawke or a Rodney to the debased | myself and untrue tomy constituents and 
situation of the lady who humbleth to the interests of my country if I did not 
herself that she may be exalted. Then | say that we regard our case as proved. 
you endowed Maynooth from Imperial ; We are thoroughly convinced that you are 
funds, and when you were paying off | robbing us of at least several millions a 
Maynooth you charged the compensation | year ; and whatever be the result of this 
on to the Irish Chureh Fund. And | debate in this House, we will go on 
then what is it you do? You ask 22} | Year after year making this motion and 
, . ., ~ | that motion, disturbing your arrange- 
years’ purchase from the Irish  tithe- | ‘ ee ae Ho 
necessary, discrediting 


b |ments, and, if 
payers, and at the same moment you | . . 
your Parliament, until we make you stop 


value your own security—the security of |?) . eg * 
the British Government-—-for the pay- | ee aye & roheery, wngrns! vei wen 
ment of this annuity at fourteen years’ | tg a Oe aN a: i: Sy Se 
purchase. You robbed Ireland of | siesta no. seidianti a sinerecncasan 
£370,000, and you robbed Maynooth | 
of £400,000 by this financial trick. | 
And you did not treat the Roman | 
Catholics exceptionally, for there was a | 
grant made to the Presbyterians, your | 





Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


Adjourned at Five minutes before 
Twelve of the clock. 


Mr. Clancy. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 9th February 1900. 


EARL OF MEXBOROUGH. 

Report made from the Lord Chan- 
cellor, that the right of John Horatio 
Earl of Mexborough to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to the satis- | 
faction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, | 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ADDRESS. | 
The Queen’s Answer to the Address of 


: Tuesday, the 30th of January last, 
. reported, and Address and Answer to be 
: printed and published. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
E had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
r from the Examiners that the Standing | 
; Orders applicable to the following Bills | 


t have been complied with :— 


Aberdeen Police and Improvement. 
Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water | 
Trust. 
Army and Navy Investment Trust. 
Aston Manor Tramways. 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway. 
Barry Railway (Steam Vessels). 
Bedtord Gas. 
Belfast and County Down Railway. | 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway. | 
Birmingham Corporation (Stock). 
Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) 
Schools. | 
Birmingham University. | 
Bournemouth Corporation. | 
Bradford Corporation. | 
Bray and Enniskerry Railway. | 
| 
| 


Brewery and Commercial Investment | 
Trust. 

Brighton Corporation. 

Bristol Corporation. 

Bristol Water. 

british Gas Light Company (Stafford. | 
shire Potteries). 

Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- | 
way. 

Buckingham, Towcester, and Metropo- | 
litan Junction Railway. 

Burnley Corporation. 


VO . LXXVIII. [Fourts Series. | 


| 
l 


Bury and District Water (Transfer). 

Caledonian Railway. 

Charing Cross and Strand Electricity 
Supply. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway. 

Chelsea Water. 

Cheltenham Improvements. 

Cheshire Lines Committee. 

Church’s Patent. 

City and South London Railway. 

City of London Electric Lighting. 

City of London (Various Powers). 

Cleethorpes Gas. 

Clontarf Urban District Council. 

Clyde Navigation. 

Colonial Bank. 

Commercial Union Assurance Company. 

Cork, Bandon, and South Coast 
Railway. 

County of London and Brush Pro- 
vincial Electric Lighting. 

Coventry Corporation. 

Cowes Pier. 

Crowborough District Water (Gas 
Transfer). 

Croydon Tramways and Improvements. 

Crystal Palace Company. 

Dearne Valley Railway. 

Donegal Railway. 

Dorking Water. 

Dublin Corporation. 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way. 

Dundee Harbour. 

Durham (County of) Electric Power 
Supply. 

East London Water. 

East Shropshire Water. 

East Stirlingshire Water. 

Edinburgh Corporation. 

Edinburgh District Lunacy Board. 

Exeter Corporation. 

Exmouth and District Water. 

Exmouth Urban District Water. 

Falkirk and District Water. 

Falkirk Corporation. 

Farnworth Urban District Council. 

Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours. 

Fishguard Water and Gas. 

Gas Light and Coke Company. 

Gas Light and Coke, Commercial Gas, 
and South Metropolitan Gas Com- 
panies. 

Glasgow and South-Western Railway. 

Glasgow Building Regulations. 

Glastonbury and Street Gas. 

Glastonbury Corporation Gas. 


2Q 
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Glyncorrwg Urban District Council 
Gas. 

Government Stock and other Securities 
Investment Company. 

Grantham Gas. 

Great Berkhampstead Water. 

Great Central Railway. 

Great Eastern Railway. 

Great Northern Railway. 

Great Northern Railway (Ireland). 

Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford and Central Ireland Rail- 
way Companies Amalgamation. 

Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation. 





{LORDS} 





Great Southern and Western Railway. 

Great Western Railway. 

Great Yarmouth Port and Haven. 

Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amend- 
ment. 

Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water. 

Halifax Corporation. 

Hamilton Burgh 

Hartlepool Gas and Water. 

Hastings Corporation. 

Hastings Harbour. 

Hastings ‘Tramways. 

Hemel Hempstead Corporation (Water). 

Higham Ferrers Water. 

Hoylake and West Kirkby Improve- 
ment, 

Huddersfield Corporation Tramways. 

Huntingdon Corporation. 

[ifracombe Improvement. 

Ipswich Corporation Tramways. 

Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Supply. 

Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Rail- 
way. 

Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation. 

Kingston-upon-Thames Gas, 

Knott End Railway. 

Lambeth Water. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway. 

Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast 
Railway. 








Lancashire Electric Power. 

Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board. 

Lancaster Corporation. 

Latimer Road and Acton Railway. 

Lee Conservancy. 

Lincoln Corporation (Tramways). 

Liverpool Corporation. 

Liverpool Overhead Railway. 

London and India Docks 
Committee. 

London and North-Western Railway. 

London and North-Western Railway 

(Wales). j 


Joint 
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London and Saint Katharine Docks 
and East and West India Dock 
Companies. 

London and South-Western Railway. 

London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway. 

London County Council (Compulsory 
Purchase of Land). 


Business, 


London County Council (General 
Powers). 
London County Council (Improve- 
ments). 


London County Council (Spitalfields 
Market). 

London Hydraulic Power Company. 

London Sea Water Supply. 

London, Walthamstow, and Epping 
Forest Railway. 

London Water (Purchase). 

London Water (Welsh Supply). 

Lowestoft Railway. 

Maidenhead Gas. 

Manchester City Railway. 

Manchester and Liverpool 
Express Railway. 

Manchester Corporation Tramways. 

Manchester Ship Canal. 

Margate Corporation. 

Margate Pier and Harbour. 

Market Weighton Drainage and Navi- 
gation. 

Maryport Harbour. 

Meustone Water (Transfer). 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Mersey Railway. 

Metropolitan District Railway. 

Metropolitan Water Companies. 

Mid-Kent Water. 

Midland Great Western Railway of 
Ireland. 

Midland Railway. 

Milford Docks. 

Morecambe Urban 
(Gas). 

Morley Corporation. 

Motherwell and Bellshill Railway. 

Motherwell Water. 

Mountain Ash Water. 

Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmelling- 
ton Railways (Abandonment). 

Neath Harbour. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply. 

Newport Corporation. 

Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas. 

New Russia Company. 

Newtown and Llanllwehaiarn Urban 
District Gas. 

North British Railway. 

North-Eastern Railway. 

North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels). 


Electrie¢ 


District Council 
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North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply. 

North Metropolitan Railway and Canal. 

North Warwickshire Water. 

Nottingham Corporation. 

Oldham Corporation. 

Ossett Corporation Gas. 

Ossett Gas. 

Otley Urban District Council Water. 

Paignton Urban District Water. 

Pontefract Park. 

Preston Corporation. 

Purfleet and Gravesend Junction Rail- 
way. 

Ramsgate Corporation Improvements. 

Rawmarsh Urban District Council 
(Tramways). 

Reading Corporation (Tramways). 

Redhill Gas. 

Rhymney [ren Company. 

Rhymney Railway. 

Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley 
Water. 

Rotherham Corporation. 

Rotherhithe and Ratcliffe Tunnel. 

Rugeley Gas. 

St. Alban’s Water. 

St. David’s Railway 
Powers). 

Salford Corporation. 

Scarborough Corporation, 

Scottish American Investment Com- 
pany. 

Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life Assur- 
ance Society. 

Shettield Corporation. 

Shettield District Railway. 

Southampton Harbour. 

South-Eastern and London, ‘Chatham 
and Dover Railways. 

South-Eastern Railway. 

South Essex Water. 

South Essex Water Board. 

South Lancashire Tramways. 

South Metropolitan Gas. 

Southport Corporation. 

Southport Extension and Tramways. 

Southport Water. 

South Shields Corporation. 

South Staffordshire Tramways. 


South Wales Electrical Power Dis- 
tribution. 
Spalding Urban District Council 


(Water.) 
Stockport Corporation Tramways. 
Sunderland Corporation. 
Sutton District Water. 
“Taff Vale Railway. 
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Taunton Corporation. 
Tottenham Urban District Council. 
Tyneside Electric Power. 
Universal Life Assurance Society. 
Vale of Rheidol Light Railway. 
Wakefield Corporation Market. 
Wandsworth and Putney Gas. 
West Bromwich Corporation. 
West Ham Corporation. 
Westgate and Birchington Water 
Wetherby District Water. 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 
Widnes and Runcorn Bridge. 
Wirral Railway. 
Withington Urban District Council. 
| Wolverhampton, Essington, and Can- 
nock Chase Junction Railway. 
| Wolverhampton Gas. 

Woodbridge District Water. 

Workington Railways and Docks. 


Reports, &e 





And the Certificates that the Standing 
| Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have not been complied with :— 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways. 

County and City of Dublin Electric 
Lighting. 

Cardiff Corporation. 

Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Rail- 
way. 

Shannon Water and Electric Power. 

Devonport Corporation. 

on the 


The same were ordered to lie 


Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 


| General Rules made pursuant to Section 
| 26 of the Companies (Winding-Up) Act, 
| 1890, dated 28th December, 1899. 

| 

| 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
| NORTHUMBERLAND). 

Order made by the County Council of 
Northumberland, dividing into polling 
districts so much of the Tyneside Parlia- 
division of the County of 
Northumberland as is comprised in the 
parishes of Camperdown, Longbenton, and 
Weetslade. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





2Q2 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. | 


I. Orders made by the Light Railway | 
Commissioners, and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, | 
authorising the construction of a | 
light railway— 


NEW BILL. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL [H.L.] 


A Bill to amend the Inebriates Acts, 
1879 to 1899, for Scotland—Was pre- 


1. In the county of Essex, from | sented by the Lord Balfour; read 1*; 
Kelvedon to Coggeshall. ‘and to be printed. (No. 9.) 


2. In the West Riding of the | 
county of York, from Bradford | 
to Leeds. 


3. In the county of Caithness, | 
between Wick and Lybster. 


In the West Riding of the | 
county of York, in and near 
the borough of Doncaster. 


5. In the county of Kent, 
between Cranbrook and Ten- 
terden, in extension of the 
Rother Valley (Light) Rail- 
way, and the construction and 
working of that railway as a 
light railway. 

. In the county of Lincoln, from | 
Lincoln to Scawby. 


~ 


for) 


-~T 


. In the county of Lincoln, from 
Frodingham and Scunthorpe 
to Whitton, Winterton, and 
Winteringham. 

8. In the counties of Worcester | 
and Warwick, from Redditch 
to Astwood Bank. 


9. In the county of Stafford, 
commencing in the parish of 
Essington and terminating in 
the parish of Darlaston, with 
branches. 


II. Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade— 


1. Amending the Basingstoke 
and Alton Light Railway 
Order, 1897. 

2. Authorising the Glasgow and 
South-Western Railway Com- 
pany to construct and work as a 
light railway the Cairne Valley | 
Railway, which the said Com- 
pany have power to construct 
and work under the Glasgow 
and South-Western Railway 
Act, 1897. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 


to lie on the table. 


House adjourned at half-past Four of 
the clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven of the 
clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 9th February, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, that, in respect of the 
Bills comprised in the List reported by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of 
Lords, they have certified that the Stand- 
ing Orders have been complied with in 
the following cases, viz. :— 


Army and Navy Investment Trust. 

Aston Manor Tramways. 

Barry Railway (Steam Vessels). 

Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway. 

Birmingham Corporation (Stock). 

Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) 
Schools. 

Birmingham University. 

Bournemouth Corporation. 

Brewery and Commercial Investment 
Trust. 

Bristol Water. 

Burnley Corporation. 

Bury and District Water (Transfer). 

Caledonian Railway. 

Church’s Patent. 

Cleethorpes Gas. 

Clyde Navigation. 

Commercial Union Assurance Com- 


pany. ' 
Cork, Bandon and South Coast Rail- 
way. 
Cowes Pier. 
Crystal Palace Company. 
Dearne Valley Railway. 
Donegal Railway. 
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Dorking Water. | 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- | 
way. | 
Dundee Harbour. 
East Shropshire Water. | 
East Stirlingshire Water. | 
| 

| 

| 

| 


Edinburgh Corporation. 

Edinburgh District Lunacy Board. 

Exmouth and District Water. 

Exmouth Urban District Water. 

Falkirk and District Water. 

Falkirk Corporation. 

Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours. 

Fishguard Water and Gas. 

Glasgow and South Western Railway. 

Glasgow Building Regulations. 

Glyncorrwg Urban District Council | 
Gas. | 

Government Stock and other Securities | 
Investment Company. 

Great Berkhampstead Water. 

Great Central Railway. 

Great Southern and Westernand Water- | 
ford and Central Ireland Railway 
Companies Amalgamation. 

Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation. 

Great Southern and Western Railway. | 

Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amend- | 
ment. 

Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water. | 

Hemel Hempsted Corporation (Water). | 

Higham Ferrers Water. 

Ipswich Corporation Tramways. | 

Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation. | 

Kingston-upon-Thames Gas. 

Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board. 

Lincoln Corporation (Tramways). 

Liverpool Overhead Railway. | 

London, Brighton, and South Coast | 
Railway. 

London Hydraulic Power Company. 

London Sea Water Supply. 

Manchester Corporation Tramways. 

Manchester Ship Canal. 

Margate Corporation. 

Margate Pier and Harbour. 

Menstone Water (Transfer). 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Mersey Railway. 

Midland Great Western Railway of | 
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Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmelling- 
ton Railways (Abandonment). 

Neath Harbour. 

Newport Corporation. 

Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas. 

New Russia Company. 

Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban 
District Gas. 

North British Railway. 

North Eastern Railway. 

North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels). 

Otley Urban District Council Water. 

Paignton Urban District Water. 

Preston Corporation. 

Purfleet and Gravesend Junction Rail- 
way. 

Ramsgate Corporation Improvements. 

Rawmarsh Urban District Council 
(Tramways). 

Rhymney Iron Company. 


‘Rhymney Railway. 


Rotherham Corporation. 

Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel. 

Salford Corporation. 

Scottish American. Investment Com- 
pany. ~ 

Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life Assur- 
ance Society. 

Sheffield Corporation. 

Sheffield District Railway. 


Southampton Harbour. 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways. 

South Eastern Railway. 

South Essex Water. 

South Essex Water Board. 

South Shields Corporation. 

South Staffordshire Tramways. 

Sunderland Corporation. 

Taff Vale Railway. 

Universal Life Assurance Society. 

Westgate and Birchington Water. 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 

Wirral Railway. 

Withington Urban District Council. 

Workington Railways and Docks. 


| And that they have: certified that the 
| Standing Orders have not been complied 
| with in the following case, viz. :— 

| 


Cardiff Corporation. 





Ireland. PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
x ‘ iT > + r 
Milford Docks. | ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Morley Corporation. |__ Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Motherwell and Bellshill Railway. | Reports from one of the Examiners of 


Motherwell Water. 
Mountain Ash Water. 


Petitions for Private Bills, that in the 
case of the Petitions for the following 
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Bills, the Standing Orders have not been | 
complied with, viz. :— 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill. 


County and City of Dublin Electric | 
Lighting Bill. 

Devonport Corporation Bill. 

Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light 


Railway Bill. 
Shannon Water 
Bill. 


Ordered, that the Reports be referred | 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [Lords] 


(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED | 
WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners .of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
originating in the Lords, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 
viz. 


Cardiff Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 

ABERDEEN POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT.: 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bryce and Mr. Pirie. 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT | 


WATER TRUST. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk), Mr. 
Douglas, and Mr. M‘Killop. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY. 


{COMMONS} 


and Electrie Power | 





Business. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION, 


Petition, and Biil ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Greville, Mr. Wanklyn, and Mr. 
Flower. 


BRAY AND ENNISKERRY RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be br ought 
in by Mr. Harrington and Mr. Claney. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Loader, Mr. Vernon-Wentworth.. 
and Sir Henry Fletcher. 


BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY 
(STAFFORDSHIRE POTTERIES). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. ‘Aird and Mr. Skewes-Cox. 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY, 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Mr. Whit: 
more. 
BUCKINGHAM, TOWCESTER, AND 


|, METROPOLITAN JUNCTION RAILWAY, 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John William Maclure, Sir 
Benjamin Stone, and Mr. Carlile. 

CHARING CROSS AND STRAND 
ELECTRICITY SUPPLY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Seton-Karr and Mr. Faithfull 
| Begg. 

CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND 

HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bonsor and Mr. Lawson 
| Walton. 


CHELSEA WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Boulnois and Captain Bowles. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Sir John William Maclure, 
Halsey, and Mr. Bill. 


BEDFORD GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pym and Mr. Thornton. 


BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN 
RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Blakiston-Houston and Mr. | 
M ‘Cartan. 





Mr. | 


CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Henderson and Mr. Jackson. 


| CITY AND SOUTH LONDON 
| RAILWAY. 


| Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
|in by Mr. Kimber and Mr. Bond. 


CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC 
LIGHTING. 


Petition,and Bill ordered to be brought 
| in by Mr. Kimber and Mr Paulton.. 
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CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Reginald Hanson 
Horatio Davies. 


CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT 
JNCIL. 


COU 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Mr. Carson, Mr. J. H. M. Camp- 
bell, Captain Phillpotts, and Mr. William 
Moore. 


COLONIAL BANK. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Hoare and Mr, Alban Gibbs. 


COUNTY OF LONDON AND BRUSH 
PROVINCIAL ELECTRIC LIGHTING. 

Petition,and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Boulnois and Sir 
Pearson. 


COVENTRY CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Charles Murray and 
Newdigate. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND 
IMPROVEMENTS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Sir James Fergusson and Mr. 
Bonsor. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Hemphill, Mr. John Redmond, 
Mr. Field, Mr. 
Healy, and Mr. Carew. 
DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be ieee 
in by Mr. Atherley-Jones and Mr. Samuel | 
Evans. 


EAST LONDON WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Banbury, 
and Mr. Boulnois. 


EXETER CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Edward Clarke and Sir Albert 
Rollit. 
FARNWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Mellor and Mr. Cawley. 
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and Sir 


Weetman 


Harrington, Mr. T. M. | 


Business. 103 
GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL 


GAS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 
GAS COMPANIES. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. James Stewart and Mr. John 
| Burns. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Boulnois and Mr. Aird. 


GLASTONBURY AND STREET GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Hobhouse and Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood. 


GLASTONBURY CORPORATION GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Wodehouse. 


GRANTHAM GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
‘in by Mr. Lopes and Mr. Younger. 


Mr. | 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Strutt, and 
Mr. Penn. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
|in by Mr. Jackson and Mr. Fison. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY 
| (IRELAND). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
| in by Sir James Haslett and Mr. James | H. 
| iieneas 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
| in by Sir William Wills and Mr. Llewellyn. 


| GREAT YARMOUTH PORT AND 
HAVEN. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Harry Bullard and Sir John 
Colomb. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Billson and Mr. Arnold. 


HAMILTON BURGH. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Caldwell and Mr. John Wilson 
(Falkirk). 
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HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER. LAMBETH WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | __ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Thomas Richardson and Mr. | in by Mr. Lyttelton, Mr. Cripps, and Mr, 
Richardson. Talbot. 


vere OR! ‘i LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
HASTINGS CORPORATION. RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Hornby and Mr. Lees 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lucas-Shadwell and Mr. Brook- 


field. Knowles. 
. ewenen SAMO. LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought EAST COAST RAILWAY. 
in by Mr. Lucas-Shadwell and Mr. Brook- Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
field. in by Mr. Bainbridge, Mr. Thomas 
2 q i i N . arkKs. ¢€ Mr 
SASTINGS TRAMWAYS. Bayley, Mr. Oldroyd, Mr Perks, and Mr. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lucas-Shadwell and Mr. Brook- LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER. 





field. Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Macdona and Mr. James 
HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY Dailey. 
IMPROVEMENT. a 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought LANCASHIRE CORPORATION. 
in by Colonel Cotton-Jodrell, Sir Elliott Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
Lees, and Mr. Yerburgh. in by Colonel Foster and Mr. Tomlinson. 

HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION | LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON 

TRAMWAYS. | Sa 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | _ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Woodhouse, Sir James | by Mr. Oldroyd and Mr. Lawson 
Kitson, and Sir Albert Rollit. _ Walton. 

4sZEE CONSERVANCY. 
HUNTINGDON CORPORATION. | as —_* ‘ seortoagttale 

Petiti a ae Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
ne Me ith Bane aed Mr Fell en | in by Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. 
ne eS a ee | Evelyn Cecil, and Mr. Courtenay Warner. 

colemmmiagasens IMPROVEMENT. LIVERPOOL CORPORATION, 
. cS soos he ate . mg er i | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Cameron Gull and Mr. Lambert. | ;, by Mr. Warr and Mr. Charles 


| M‘Arthur. 
JARROW AND HEBBURN ELECTRICITY | 
SUPPLY. | LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS JOINT 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | e) CC yee I'TEE. 
in by Mr. Cruddas and Mr. Joseph A. | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
Pease. in by Mr. Bonsor and Mr. Cripps. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH | LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY. RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. John Red- in by Sir William Houldsworth, Colonel 


mond, Mr. Macaleese, and Mr. Daly. Lockwood, and Mr. Macartney. 
LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
KNOTT END RAILWAY. } RAILWAY (WALES). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John William Maclure, Mr. | in by Sir William Houldsworth, Colonel 
Firbank, and Mr. T. M. Healy. Lockwood, and Mr. Macartney. 
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LONDON AND ST. KATHARINE DOCKS 
AND EAST AND WEST INDIA DOCK 


COMPANIES. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Bonsor and Mr. Cripps. 


LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Mr. Beach, Sir Barrington Simeon, 
and Colonel Williams. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (COMPUL- 
SORY PURCHASE OF LAND). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John 
Burns. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. Whit- 
more. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
(IMPROVEMENTS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. Whit- 
more. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John 
Burns. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND 
EPPING FOREST RAILWAY. 


_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lafone and Mr. Wanklyn. 


LONDON WATER (PURCHASE). 
_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John 
Burns. 


LONDON WATER (WELSH SUPPLY). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John 
Burns. 


LOWESTOFT RAILWAY. 


_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lyttelton and Mr. Clough. 


MAIDENHEAD GAS. 


_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Palmer and Commander Young. | 


{9 Fepruary 1900} 
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| MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY. 

| Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Fergusson, Mr. W. F. 
| Lawrence, Mr. Schwann, Sir John Willox, 


| Mr. Galloway, and Mr. Warr. 


Business. 





MANCHESTER CITY RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
| in by Sir James Fergusson, Mr. Schwann, 
,and Mr. Disraeli. 


MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Wilson- 
| Todd. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Charles Dalrymple and Mr. 
Aird. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Boulnois and Colonel Lock- 
wood. 


MID-KENT WATER. 
Petition and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Tomlinson, General Golds- 
worthy, and Mr. Aird. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Frederick Mappin and Mr. 
Allison. 


MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (GAS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Foster and Mr. Tomlinson. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Burt, Mr. William Allan, and 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN 
POWER SUPPLY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Atherley-Jones and Mr. Samuel 
Evans. 


ELECTRIC 


NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
AND CANAL COMPANY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Sir Albert Rollit and Mr. Aird. 
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NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Joseph Leese and Sir Harry | 
bullard. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Bond and Mr. Yoxall. 


OLDHAM CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Emmott and Mr. Runciman. 


OSSETT CORPORATION GAS. 


Petition, and Bill erdered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alfred Hutton and Mr. 
Oldroyd. 


OSSETT GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Jackson, Mr. Fison, and Mr. 


Aird. 


PONTEFRACT PARK. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in Mr. Nussey, Sir John Austin, and 
Colonel Gunter. 


READING CORPORATION 


(TRAMWAYS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Palmer and Sir Albert Rollit. 


REDHILL GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Bonsor. | 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Mr. Aird. 


RUGELEY GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Heath and Mr. Henderson. 


ST. ALBAN’S WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Hudson and Mr. Vicary Gibbs. 


ST. DAVID’S RAILWAY (ADDITIONAL | 

POWERS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. Philipps, General Laurie, and 
Mr. David Randell. 
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Business. 
SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Beckett and Mr. Rickett. 
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SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYsS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
‘in by Sir Archibald Willox and Mr. 
| Brigg. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Banbury and Mr. Woodall. 


SOUTHPORT CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir George Pilkington and Sir 
Joseph Leese. 


SOUTHPORT EXTENSION 
TRAMWAYS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir George Pilkington and Sir 


AND 


| Joseph Leese. 


SOUTHPORT WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Kenyon and Colonel Mellor. 
SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 

DISTRIBUTION. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Samuel Evans and Mr. Alfred 
Thomas. 


SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(WATER). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pollock, Sir Joseph Leese, and 
Mr. Randell. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. George Whiteley and Mr. 
Melville. 


TAUNTON CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel W elby and Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood. 


AM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Howard and Sir Frederick 


TOTTENH 


Dixon-Hartland. 
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TYNESIDE ELECTRIC POWER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Joseph A. Pease, Mr. Cruddas, 
Sir James Joicey, and Mr. William 
Allan. 


VALE OF RHEIDOL LIGHT RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Vaughan-Davies and Colonel 
Pryce-Jones. 


WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pickard and Mr. Oldroyd. 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Kimber and Sir John Colomb. 


WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ernest Spencer, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Sir Henry Meysey-Thompson, 
Mr. Brooke Robinson, and Mr. Parkes. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ernest Gray and Major Rasch. 


WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Gunter and Mr. Lyttelton. 


WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Cotton-Jodrell and Sir John 
Brunner. 


WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Sir Alfred Hickman, Colonel Mil- 

ward, and Mr. Warner. 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Staveley Hill and Sir Alfred 
Hickman. 


WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to brought in | 
by Captain Pretyman and Mr. Moulton. 


AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- | 
WAYS. 


Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select | 
Committee on Standing Orders. | 
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COUNTY AND CITY OF DUBLIN 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING. 

Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION. 
Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT 
RAILWAY. 
Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER. 
Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Secretary of State, under the 
Military Lands Act, 1892, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Wyndham and Mr. 
Powell-Williams. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Secretary of State, under the 
Military Lands Act, 1892,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 71.] 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Essex 
from Kelvedon to Coggeshall (Coggeshall 
Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the county of Lincoln 
from Frodingham and Scunthorpe to 
Whitton Winterton and Winteringham 


(North Lindsey Light Railways Order, 


1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
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Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Lincoln 
from Lincoln to Secawby (North Lincoln- 
shire Light Railway Order, 1900) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a | 
Light Railway in the West Riding of the 
county of York from Bradford to Leeds 
(Bradford and Leeds Light Railway | 
Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon | 
the Table. 








Copy presented,—of Order made by | 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and | 
modified and confirmed by the Board of | 
Trade, authorising the construction of | 
Light Railways in the West Riding of the | 
county of York, in and near the borough | 
of Doncaster (Doncaster Corporation | 
Light Railways Order, 1899) [by Com- | 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the counties of Wor- 
cester and Warwick, from Redditch to | 
Astwood Bank (Redditch and District | 
Light Railways Order, 1900 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Order made by | 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, autho- 
rising the construction of a Light Railway 
in the county of Stafford, commencing in 
the parish of Essington and terminating 
in the parish of Darlaston, with branches 
(Essington and Ashmore Light Railway 
Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the county of Kent, 
between Cranbrook and Tenterden, in 
extension of the Rother Valley (Light) 
Railway, and the construction and work- 
ing of that Railway as a Light Railway | 
(Cranbrook and Tenterden Light Railway 
Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 





Copy presented,—-of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and | 
modified and confirmed by the Board of | 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 


| 
| 


| 
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Light Railway in the county of Caith- 
ness, between Wick and Lybster (Wick 
and Lybster Light Railway Order, 1899) 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented,—of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the Glasgow and 
South-Western Railway Company to con- 
struct and work as a Light Railway the 
Cairn Valley Railway which the said 
company have power to construct and 
work under the Glasgow and South- 
Western Railway Act, 1897 (Glasgow 
and South-Western Railway (Cairn Val- 
ley Light Railway) Order, 1899) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented,—of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, amending the Basingstoke and 
Alton Light Railway Order, 1897 


Petitions. 


| (Basingstoke and Alton Light Railway 


(Amendment) Order, 1900) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


| GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 


AU rfHORITIES). 
Petition from Winnington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ SERVANTS’ 
SUPERANNUATION. 
Petition from Edmonton, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


Petition from Belfast, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions, in favour, from Stamford ; 
and Lavenham ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Hull, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kilrenny, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented,—of General Rulesmade 
ursuant to Section 26 of the Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890, dated 28th 
December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (NORTHUMBER- 
LAND). 

Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the County Council of Northumberland, 
dividing into polling districts so much of 
the Tyneside Parliamentary Division of 
the county of Northumberland as is com- 
prised in the parishes of Camperdown, 
Long Benton, and Weetslade [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Estimates presented,—for the year 1900- 
1901, with Explanation of Differences 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 41.] 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 

Copy presented,—of Eighteenth Report 
of the Royal University of Ireland, being 
for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

AGED DESERVING POOR (DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented,—of Report of the De- 
partmental Committee on the financial 
aspects of the proposals made by the 
Select Committee of the House of 
Commons of 1899 about the Aged De- 
serving Poor, with Appendices [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—CONTRABAND 
OF WAR—RIGHT OF SEARCH—THE 
“HERZOG.” 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
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sedrch which is alleged to have taken 
place, by whom was it made, and in 
virtue of what authority; was it made 
before the ‘ Herzog” was released by 
order of Her Majesty’s Government, or 
after the release, and when and where 
was it made; and did those who con- 
ducted it examine the boxes marked 
“ Macaroni,’ which there is reason to 
believe contained rifles, and did they 
examine any other part of the cargo. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARYorSTATE 
FORFOREIGN AFFAIRS(Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : Bulk was not broken, 
nor could it properly be broken except 
under orders from a prize court. The 
reports received show that an examina- 
tion of the papers on board relating to the 
cargo was made by the officers of Her 
Majesty’s ship “Thetis” at sea on the 
3rd of January. It was made before the 
ship was released. The boxes mentioned 
were not examined, but there is no 
reason to suppose that they contained 
rifles, as none were found at Lorenzo: 
Marques, where a careful examination of 
the ship’s cargo took place. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: By whom 
was it examined at Lorenzo Marques ? 


Questions, 


[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs did the Marshal of the Prize 
Court at Durban refuse to take charge of 
the German steamer ‘“ Herzog ” when the 
prize officer of H.M.S. “ Thetis,” which 
had detained and brought her in, tendered 
her to the Prize Court ; was this refusal 
a consequence of any communication or 
order from Her Majesty’s Government ; 
if so, on what ground was such communi- 
cation or order given ; if not, can he state 
on what ground the refusal of the Mar- 
shal to take charge of the prize was based ; 
and, in case he is not able to state this,. 
will he make inquiry. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Marshal’s. 
refusal to take charge of the “Herzog” 


| was not based on any orders received 


State for Foreign Affairs is he aware that | from Her Majesty’s Government, ut on 
the boarding and _ prize officers of Her| the fact that the vessel was. not yet im 
Majesty’s ship “Thetis,” which detained | harbour. 


the German ship “ Herzog” on suspicion 


of carrying contraband of war, neither; PROPERTY IN THE SOUTH, AFRICAN. 


woke bulk nor made any search into or 
broke bulk l h int 

examination of the “ Herzog’s” cargo ; 
what was the nature of the summary 


| 


| 


REPUBLICS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
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can he explain the scope and effect of the 
notice issued by Sir Alfred Milner, High 
Commissioner for South Africa, on 26th 
January, 1900, to the effect that Her 
Majesty’s Government will not recognise 
as valid any forfeiture, charge, fine, en- 
eumbrance, conveyance, transfer, or trans- 
mission in respect of property situate in 
the territories of the South African Re- 
public or the Orange Free State which 
may be declared, charged, levied, created, 
made, or carried into effect by the 
governments of those countries subsequent 
to the outbreak of war; is the word 
governments intended to include the legis- 
lative body, and also the judicial authori- 
ties of the two States mentioned, or only 
their executive governments; does the 


{COMMONS} 


| not desirable to: enter into a discussion of 


notice affect transfers of property made by | 


the subjects of the South African Republic 
or the Orange Free State as between 
themselves ; does it affect transfers of 
property made by British subjects as he- 
tween themselves ; does it affect transfers 
of property made between themselves by 


subjects of Foreign States other than the | 


South African Republic or the Orange 
Free State, or between such foreign sub- 
jects and British subjects; is he aware of 
anv precedent for a notice during war by 
one belligerent State declaring invalid the 
executive, legislative, er judicial acts of 
the other belligerent State in respect of 
property situate within its own territories 
to be invalid ; and is it the intention of 
Her Majesty’s Government to prosecute 
the war until the invalidity of the acts 
contemplated by the notice is recognised 
hy the two States. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Her Majesty’s Govern- 
has had reason to believe that it 
was the intention of the Republican 
Governments to impose burdens which 


FOR 


ment 


it would be impossible to meet upon pro- 
perty within their territories owned by 
British subjects and the subjects of other 
Powers with the object of confiscating 
such property. It would be impossible 
for Her Majesty’s Government to coun- 
tenance such confiscation at the termina- 
tion of the war, whether carried out by an 
Act of the Executive or under colour of 
legislation empowering the courts to de- 


clare such forfeiture. The text of the 


notice shows that it has no reference to 
transactions between individuals. 


It is 
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the points raised in questions 6 and 7. 


SIR ALFRED MILNER’S STAFF. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies to what position on the staff 
of Sir Alfred Milner has Mr. F. H. 
Wilson, legal assistant of the Colonial 
Oftice, been appointed ; has Mr. Wilson 
been appointed in an advising capacity 
to Sir Alfred Milner as Governor of the 
Cape or as High Commissioner ; has Mr. 
Wilson’s appointment been recommended 
or approved by the Cabinet of Cape 
Coleny ; and whether, seeing that the 
legal advisers to the High Commissioners 
of South Africa have hitherto been 
selected from the Cape Bar on the 
recommendation of the Prime Minister of 
Cape Colony, will he explain on what 
grounds has there been a departure from 
this practice. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In view of 
the pressure of work in the High Com- 
missioner’s office, Sir A. Milner requested 
the assistance of an additional statf-ofticer 
with legal experience. Mr. Wilson will 
give general assistance te the High Com- 
missioner, and his presence will in no 


way affect the constitutional relations 
between the Governor and the Cape 
Ministry. 


ARMAMENTS AT 
THE OUTBREAK OF WAR. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War how many fort guns 
were in Cape Colony and Natal prior to 
the outbreak of hostilities; what was 
their calibre and class; and whether 
any of them have been used in the present 
war. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY orSTATE 
For WAR (Mr. WynpbuaAm, Dover): 
None of the guns in the fortresses of 
Cape Colony and Natal which were there 
before the war have been used during 
the campaign. It is not in the public 
interest to state the armaments of these 
forts. 

PROPORTION OF ARTILLERY 
STRENGTH. 

CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state how many 
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Royal Horse and Field Artillery guns are | 


now in South Africa per thousand of the 
troops there ; calculating the per thousand 
on the same basis as the guns of mobilised 
German Army Corps ; their proportion 
to the three arms, trains, columns, and 
services employed in the field, and not at 
the base. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Even if it were 
possible, it would be inexpedient to give 
the distribution of troops in South Africa 
at the present time. My statement 
referred to the immediate future. I said 
that the number of field guns in or pro- 
ceeding to South Africa will give a 
Continental percentage in the fighting 
line, and by that I mean a proportion of 
five guns to every thousand sabres and 
bayonets. 


“MILITARY AUTHORITIES.” 
*Sirn JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Under Seere- 
tary of State for War if he will explain 
and define the exact meaning and _ limits 
of the official phrase, “the advice of the 
military authorities”; whether that 
phrase is to be taken to mean in general 
application the specific and particular 
advice or opinion of the Commander-in- 
Chief for the time being for which he is 


alone responsible, or whether it embraces | 


advice and opinion given by other military 
officers not necessarily coinciding with 
that of the Commander-in-Chief ; 
whether that phrase excludes or includes 
the opinion or advice of political and civil 
oflicials of the War Office. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : “ Military authori- 


ties” is not an official term. It does not 


occur in any Order in Council or other | 


official document. Its meaning and 
limits are, therefore, not defined. If 
they have ever seemed obscure the fault 
must have rested with the user of 
the phrase—probably myself—for it 
night to have been obvious from the 
‘ontext that the step in question was 
taken on the advice of military and not of 
political and civil officials. If used in 
connection with important questions of 
policy it would point to the status of the 
Commander-in-Chief and Army Board as 
defined by Order in Council. If used in 
connection with minor executive subjects 
or with movements in the field it would 
point to the military officer or officers 
charged with their conduct. 
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*Sir J. COLOMB: My question was 
not directed to any official document. I 
wished to know what the hon. Gentleman 
himself means. 


(Questions, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That is what I 
have endeavoured to explain. When 
speaking of great questions of policy I 
refer to the Commander-in-Chief and 
Army Board, in a matter relating to a 
district the general officer commanding in 
that district, and in relation to an action 
taken in the field the general commanding 
the troops there. 


LORD IVEAGH’S AMBULANCE CORPS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether every member of Lord 
Iveagh’s ambulance corps had to sign an 
agreement that he would become a com- 
batant if called on; and whether in any 


of the foreign ambulance corps with 
the Boers such a condition had been 


insisted on. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Nothing is known 
of this at the War Office. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is a very good 


example for Russia. 


VOLUNTEER RECRUITS. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the Government are 
placing obstacles in the way of obtaining 
recruits for Volunteer regiments by 
requiring that the expense of all members 
above the number allowed by Govern- 
ment shall be borne by the corps; and 
whether, in view of the present strong 
| desire to enlist, and the exigencies of the 
war, the Government can see their way 
to relax this regulation. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It has already been 
| announced that facilities will be .atforded 
| for men to join the Volunteer force in 
‘excess of the present establishments. 
| Regulations on the subject will shortly be 
| issued, and I shall refer to it in the state- 
|ment which I shall make to the House, I 
| hope on Monday. 


CANADIAN MEDICAL CONTINGENT. 
GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 

Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Under 

Secretary of State for War, as it appears 


. 
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Secretary of State for Colonies 
Governor General of Canada, dated 
23rd October, 1899, that the Secretary 
of State for War could only accept 
Canadian military medical officers and 
trained female nurses for service with the 
Canadian contingent, as British troops can 
be legally only attended by surgeons regis- 
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from the published telegram, No. 61, of | in a shed close by on the wharf. 
to | all had great coats on and were never left 
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They 


Questions. 


le ° 
|in the rain. They were then removed 


without unnecessary delay in ambulances 
|to Herbert Hospital, Woolwich. There 
| were on board six cases of insanity, three 
| cases of dysentery, one of tubercle, and 
|one of phthisis, the remainder being of 


| ordinary character. 





tered in the United Kingdom and nurses | 


belonging to the Army Reserve, and as 


Canadian troops accompanied by Canadian | 
military surgeons and nurses are now | 
serving at the front side by side with | 


their comrades of the British Regular 
Service, whether he will take steps to 
remove the legal prohibition which pre- 
vents these Canadian and other colonial 
military surgeons from rendering medical 
assistance to their British comrades. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Medical Act | 


of 1858 prohibits the appointment as 
Army surgeon of a practitioner not re- 


gistered in the United Kingdom ; but it | 


does not prevent a non-registered surgeon 
from rendering assistance under the 
orders of the Medical Staff. The general 
question of reciprocity with the colonies 
as regards medical qualifications is too 
broad a question for the War Office to 
deal with. 


TREATMENT OF INVALIDED SOLDIERS 
—THE “SUMATRA.” 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for War | 
whether two officers and 128 men in-| 
valided home from South Africa disem- | 
barked from the deck of the “Sumatra,” on | 
7th December last, on the quay of the | 


Royal Albert Docks, and were left for 
upwards of an hour in the rain in their 


khaki ; whether some of the invalids who | 


were landed amid these surroundings were 


victims of ague, consumption, and dysen- | 


tery, while several had become insane 


from the hardships of the war ; and will | 


he state what steps he proposes to take 
in the matter. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The “Sumatra” 
arrived on the 6th December, at 12.30; 
being one and a half hours before the time 
at which the steamship company had 
notified that she was to be expected. The 
ambulances arrived at 2 p.m., and the 
invalids who had remained on board were 
landed at 3 p.m., and placed immediately 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 


Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): I beg to 
|ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the Carlow 
| Militia, a battalion of the King’s Royal 
| Rifles recently embodied, is now stationed 
in Templemore ; that prior to their depar- 
ture from Carlow last month, the men of 
this corps were informed that in their 
absence their families would be entitled 
to a separation aliowance on the seale of 
10d. per week for a wife, and 2d. per 
week for each child ; and as the families 
of many of these men have been placed ina 
| position of distress and destitution owing 
| to the absence of their breadwinners and 
to the non-payment of the promised 
| allowance, if he would have the goodness 
to inquire into the matter, and endeavour 
'to arrange that these people shall be 
relieved by the regular weekly payment 
to them of the allowance to which they 
would appear to be entitled. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The rates of the 
_ allowances referred to are daily rates and 
/not weekly rates, as stated in the ques- 
Separation allowances are payable 
'monthly in advance. <A telegram has 
been sent to Ireland on the subject of the 
| hon. Member’s question, and if any mis- 
take has been made, it will be set right at 
/once. I may add that the rate of separa- 
tion allowance for the wife is not 10d. a 
week, but 13d. a day. 


| tion. 


CONTRACTS FOR HORSES. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
|for War whether orders to buy horses 
| suitable for the various branches of the 
| Army have ceased in Ireland, while ex- 
| tensive orders have been issued for the 
| purchase of horses for the British Army 
|in continental countries ; and whether he 
| will inquire if all the requisite horses can 
| be procured in Ireland at short notice, 
,and order that they shall be purchased 


there. 
| 
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*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | of his question, but he may rest assured 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PowE.t- | that the necessities of the Service alone 
WitiiAMs, Birmingham, S.): Trained | caused the issue of recent orders. 
horses of suitable ages are very difficult | 
to obtain in Ireland, and it is impossible to; Mr. CHANNING: Have not orders 
purchase there all the horses that are re- | for 300,000 pairs of boots been recently 
quired. It has therefore been found neces- | issued ? 
sary to buya few thoroughly broken horses 
abroad and others in the Colonies. A} *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
large number of cobs have been purchased | cannot give the exact figures, but un- 


Questions. 











in Argentina, as they are very hardy, are 
accustomed to live on grass, and are best 
suited to the mounted infantry serving in 
South Africa ; they are also very cheap. 
Horses are still being purchased in Ire- 


land, and the number purchased from | 


home sources for South Africa is much 


|doubtedly large orders for boots have 
recently been issued, but not in con- 
| sequence of any protest such as my hon. 
| friend refers to. 


Mr. CHANNING: I shall draw atten- 
_ tion to this matter on the Estimates. 


larger than the number obtained else- | 


where—not taking cobs into account. 


BOOT CONTRACTS. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 


E.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office, what has been the 
saving per pair of boots on the purchase 
of Indian boots for the South Africa 
forces as compared with the average 


price of English made Army boots; | 
whether the leather of which Indian boots | 
are made is thinner than the leather used | 


for Army boots in England, and there is 
practically no heavy sole leather used in 
India at all; whether the Indian boots 
ordered have been, or will be, subjected 


to the examination and tests usually | 


applied at Pimlico to English made boots ; 


and whether the large orders for English | a5 , 
‘first paragraph is in the negative. 


made boots for the Army, amounting to 


about 300,000 pairs, have only been | 


given out in the past few days, after the 
strong protests made a few weeks ago. 


*MR. 
have already informed the hon. Member, 
in answer to his question of yesterday, 


that the price paid for the Indian boots | 


referred to was about equal to the lowest 


price paid in England. Price, however, did | 


not govern the transaction. Speedy 
supply formed the only element. Boots 


made in India to the pattern of the home 
Government closely resemble in thickness 
of sole and upper the English made 
article. The Indian boots, as I have 
already told the hon. Member, were sub- 
jected to strict and proper inspection in 
India before being shipped. I do not 


know what “strong protests” the hon. 
Member refers to in the last paragraph | 


VOL, LXXVIII. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


J. POWELL - WILLIAMS: I. 


RIFLE RANGES. 


| Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
' ford): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, of the nineteen 
| new ranges that have been constructed or 
approved since the date of the return of 
the ranges closed since 1890, which was 
‘presented to the House in June last, those 
that have been constructed include any 
which in the said return were described 
as approved but not then constructed ; 
and whether the nineteen new ranges 
should be added to the total of 186 new 
ranges mentioned in the return, making 
the total of new ranges to date in Great 
Britain 205, and the total of ranges 
closed 536. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
The 


figures stand as stated in the second. 


THE SIERRA LEONE CAMPAIGN 
—MEDALS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether a medal has been struck in com- 
memoration of the operations in the Pro- 
tectorate of Sierra Leone to put down 
the insurrection consequent upon the 
partial imposition of the Hut Tax ; and, 
if so, whether the medal will be given 
to any of the natives in the Government 
employment who were reported by the 
late Sir David Chambers to have been 


| guilty of cruel and unlawful acts towards 


native chiefs in the Protectorate. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Queen 
has been pleased to approve of the grant 
of the West African medal to the troops 


2R 
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employed in the operations in the Sierra 
Leone Protectorate in 1898 and 1899. 
With regard to the second part of the 
question, no native convicted of serious 
offence will get the medal. 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL. 


Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies when 
the Australian Commonwealth Bill will be 
introduced, and if Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment propose to suggest to Parliament to 
make any change in the constitution as 
accepted by five colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Delegates 
from the Australian Colonies are coming 
to this country to give and receive ex- 
planations as to certain points, and as 
they are expected at an early date the 
introduction of the Bill will be deferred 
until they have arrived. 


THE “KOWSHING.” 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Blackfriars): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will state 
what is the present position of the nego- 
tiations for the settlement by arbitration 
of the claims made by Her Majesty’s 
Government on the Chinese Government 
more than five years ago for compensation 
to the owners a@f the British steamer 
“ Kowshing,” and to the families of British 
subjects who lost their lives by the sinking 
of that vessel. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It has now been 
arranged between Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Government of China that 
the case of the “Kowshing” should be 
referred to the arbitration of a foreign 
jurist. 

Mr. PROVAND: Can the right hon. 

Gentleman say when the jurist is likely 
to arrive at a decision ? 


[No answer was given. | 


RUSSIAN LOAN TO PERSIA. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s 
Government received from the Persian 
Government in July last a précis of the 
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financial proposals of the Russian Govern- 
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| ment in regard to the Persian Loan con- 
version ; and what reply was returned to 
the Government of the Shah by Sir M 
Durand. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No such communi- 
cation was received. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, in view of the fact that the 
Executive Committee for the County of 
Suffolk resolved on the 6th instant that 
it is strongly desirable that a modification 
of the Order of the Board of Agricul- 
ture of 31st January should be made, so 
as to enable fat cattle to be moved for 
slaughter, that the district comprised in 
the Order is unnecessarily large, and that 
the Board of Agriculture be requested 
to vary their Order to meet the fore- 
going, and that occupiers of land should 
be allowed to move their sheep and cattle 
across or along highways intersecting 
their own occupation, where it is more 
than three miles from the infected area ; 
whether he is prepared to introduce at 
once into the Order modifications similar 
to what has been asked for in the case of 
Norfolk, in accordance with the first and 
third recommendations ; and whether he 
will also reconsider the extent of the 
scheduled area, in accordance with the 
second recommendation, if it can be done 
without risk, especially having regard to 
the fact that districts in Suffolk, nearly 
forty miles from the scene of the out- 
break have been included in that schedule. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): The new Order 
which comes into operation to-day is 
applicable to the Suffolk portion of the 
| district as well as tothe Norfolk portion. 
I cannot as yet sanction the reduction of 
the area of the district, but the situation 
is carefully considered from day to day, 
and I shall be very glad indeed to find 
myself able to modify the severe restric- 
tions we have felt it necessary to impose 
in the interest of stockowners generally. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he can state how 
many fresh cases of foot and mouth 
disease have occurred in the present 
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week ; and whether any petty sessional| now ready to issue the tariff and 
division which has been scheduled, where | regulations of the Post Office London 
no fresh outbreak has occurred for seven Telephone Exchange. 
days, can be reopened for the movement | 
of cattle for slaughter. | Mr. HANBURY: The tariff and 
regulations for the Post Office London 
*Mr. LONG: Two further outbreaks | Telephone Exchange system are 
of foot and mouth disease have occurred | | Practically complete; but until the 
in the scheduled district during the| work of constructing the main system 
present week. I cannot at the moment | is also completed, it has been thought 
sanction any further modification of the | better not to publish the details of the 
existing restrictions, the position being | scheme prematurely. 
still a very serious one, but it is carefully | 
considered from day to day, and the hon. | aa : . 
Member may be pls that. relief will be. ne See ree Seer 
given at the earliest possible moment) Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, 
consistently with the safety of the country N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
as a whole. the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
: grant a return showing the application of 
CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE = sum of £250,000, voted for piers and 
HOLIDAY ARRANGEMENTS. arbours in Ireland, under the Act 46 and 


* ® 47 Vic., c. 26; and in what counties the 

’ Ma, STRADMAN (Tow i Hamlets, said sum has been so far expended. 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Pest-- y\rp HANBURY: No material dain 

aster Geners rhe ay 1 18 ¢ ‘ ¢ A : = . an Paes ‘ 5 
master General, whether he is aware that h5. occurred since the issue of House of 
the Departmental Committee appointed (5.,mons Paper No. 272 of 1898; and 
to inquire into the holiday arrangements | think that this return will probably 
at the Central Telegraph Office, in sub- | }. sufficient for any purpose that the 
mitting a proposed scheme to the staff hon Member may contemplate. But I 
representatives, expressly stated that as) p41) he quite ready to inform him 

ndition of its application the holidays ~ * : f 

in ld be pene ary equally over the tag A or eset dallas 
nee eg. modifications recently made. 
holiday months and chosen in order of 
seniority ; whether these conditions are | 
now being departed from ; and whether | PARCELS POST TO IRELAND. 
he will direct that the hotidays shall be Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: 
distributed equally over the eight holiday ||, ,; cece) “ 
months and chosen strictly in order of 
seniority. 


I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
_any part of the parcel post traffic between 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to) London and Dublin is carried round by 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, | Carlisle and Stranraer and via Porta- 
Preston): No, Sir; I am informed that | down ; is the same carried, or any part of 
the Committee made no such statement. it, by the same trains in England which 
Considerable additions have been made te | convey the mails to the north of Ireland 
the staff to enable every telegraphist to | Via Larne and Stranraer; what is the 
take a holiday in one of the best eight extra distance of this route over and 
months. The senior men have the choice above the direct route to Dublin; and 
of the best four months, and I under-_ has this contributed to the delays in the 
stand that a senior officer who prefers | mails recently so much complained of in 
taking a holiday in the other four has no | the north of Ireland ; and, if so, will the 
difficulty i in finding a junior to exchange | _ practice be discontinued. 


with him. . 
Mr. HANBURY: No part of the 
parcel post traffic between London and 
POST OFFICE LONDON TELEPHONE | Dublin is forwarded by way of Stranraer 
EXCHANGE. and Portadown, nor is any part of it 
Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the! carried by the same train in England 


Secretary to the Treasury, as representing | which conveys to Carlisle the mails for 
the Postmaster General, whether he is! the north of Ireland. 


2R 2 








Questions. 


SNEEM MAILS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that great incon- 
venience is caused in and around the dis- 
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trict of Sneem (County Kerry) owing to | 


the late delivery of mails; whether, 
under the late arrangements made by the 
Post Office authorities, letters now arrive 


and are delivered nearly one hour later | 


than heretofore ; and whether it should 
not be the object of the Post Office to 
accelerate rather than delay the arrival 
of mails in the Sneem district. 


Mr. HANBURY: Nochange has been 
made in the time of arrival of the mails 
at Sneem since 1897. In that year the 
time of arrival at Sneem had to be post- 
poned from 9.40 am. to 10.30 a.m. in 
consequence of the later dispatch by fifty 
minutes of the night mails from Dublin 
to the various ports of Ireland. This in 
turn was due to the later despatch from 
the provinces of the day mail trains to 


Dublin in connection with the later de- | 


parture from Dublin of the night mail 
for England. Under these rearrange- 
ments a considerable improvement of 
postal service was afforded, and the 


Postmaster General regrets that in a few | 


instances some disadvantage has been 


unavoidable. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Cannot you make some 
representations to the carrying companies 
to accelerate the service ! 


[No answer was given. | ° 


STEAM ait 3 IN WEXFORD 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that the Wexford 
bye-laws are being constantly violated by 
steam trawlers, and that great damage is 
being done to the fishery, and numbers 
of poor men thrown out of employment ; 


and that although the names of four | 


trawlers have been supplied to the inspec- 
tors of fisheries, they refuse to prosecute 
on the ground of insufficient evidence : 
and whether, since local vessels can do 
no more than find out the names of the 
trawlers, he will consent to give a gun- 
boat to protect Wexford and other Irish 
fisheries, considering that gunboats have 
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| been given to protect English and Scotch 
, fisheries. 


Questions. 


*THE FIRST LORD or THe AD. 
MIRALTY (Mr. GoscuEn, St. George’s, 
| Hanover Square): As I have often ex- 
plained, the duty of the Admiralty is to 
protect fishermen against any illegal 
‘inroads on the part of foreign fishin 
boats, but they do not undertake the 
enforcement of bye-laws passed by local 
authorities, nor have they appropriated 
vessels for local fisheries except in the 
special case of the Scottish Fishery 
Board, who have the assistance of two 
small vessels. There are gunboats on the 
coast of Ireland which are fully employed 
there at present. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Under these circumstances cannot a 
gunboat be sent to protect Irish fisheries 
from steam trawlers? If not, of what 
use is the Navy to Ireland at all ? 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Will 
the hon. Member for South Dublin take 
into consideration the advisability of —— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, — order! 


Notice should be given of these questions. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : Is it not the 
fact that these bye-laws are made not by 


' the local authorities, but by the Fishery 


Board? Will the right hon. Gentleman 
under these circumstances. reconsider the 
matter ? 


*Mr. GOSCHEN: We do not under- 
take to enforce the bye-laws of the 


| Fishery Board. 


WARDEN ESTATE, CO. KERRY. 


Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the land- 
lord of the Warden estate, near Sneem, 
county Kerry, refused to give a site for a 
national school teacher’s residence on 
the teacher’s own farm of land unless the 
teacher would give up his tenant right to 
him, and that the teacher, under the land- 

_lord’s pressure, has consented to give up 
his tenant right in his holding in order to 
obtain a suitable site for the residence he 
requires on his own farm; whether the 

Local Government Board have refused to 

‘sanction the site which the landlord 
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selected owing to its unsuitable condi- 
tion; and what steps, if any, can the 
Government now take to compel the 
landlord to allow the teacher to build a 
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| relief, as the guarantee exceeds sixpence 
| in the pound on the rateable value ; and, 
if so, why has not the district received 
the relief for the current financial year. 


Questions. 


residence on his own land which will be | 


approved of by the Local Government | 


Board. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
IRELAND (Mr. 


FOR 


have no information as to the matters 
referred to in the first paragraph. It is 
the fact, however, that an application for 
a loan to erect a teacher’s residence, in 
connection with the Sneem National 
School, was approved by the Commis- 
sioners of National Education. The site 
proposed was found to be rocky and 
unsuitable, and another site was suggested 
by the teacher. The manager was in- 
formed by the Board of Works of the 
legal steps necessary to be taken by him, 
aud he was informed that pending the 
perfection and registration of the lease, 
nothing further could be done to complete 
the case. The Board are not aware of 
any difficulty with the landlord in 
obtaining this site, but if such difficulties 
exist the trustees can avail themselves of 
the provisions of the Irish Education 
Acts, under which sites for teachers’ 
residences can be acquired compulsorily 
subject to certain conditions being 
satisfied. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right. hon. 
Gentleman says he has no information. 
Will he cause the police to make 
inquiries ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman applied to the teacher for 
information ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


KANTURK BARONIAL 
GUARANTEE. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, whether the attention of the Local 
Government Board has been called to the 
case of the Kanturk Rural District Council 
in respect to the Baronial Railway guaran- 
tee; and if hecan state whether the Com- 
missioner of Valuation reported to the 
board, under Section 58, Sub-Section 4, 
that the Kanturk district was entitled to 


RAILWAY 


ATKINSON, London- | 
derry, N.) (for Mr. G. W. Batrour): I) 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLFour)~ The reply to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. The Com- 
missioner of Valuation reported that, in 
his opinion, the provisions of Section 54, 
Sub-Section 4, of the Local Government 
Act, 1898, came into force on the Ist 
April, 1899, and that payments in respect 
of which a contribution may be made 
from the Local Taxation Account under 
these provisions will not become due 
until after the 31st March, 1900—the end 
of the current financial year. 


Mr. FLYNN: Surely, if the financial 
year commenced on the Ist April last 
year, the district is entitled to a full year’s 
payment. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have given all 
the information asked for in the question. 


CLARE COUNTY POLICE CHARGES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been called to a resolution of the Clare 
County Council, in which they call atten- 
tion to the high taxation that prevails in 
Clare, and respectfully ask the Irish 
Government to reconsider the question of 
the instalments of extra police charge, 
seeing that the county has returned to its 
normal position of peace; and whether 
the prayer of this resolution can be 
granted. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 
FOUR): The attention of the Chief 
Secretary has been directed to the reso- 
lution referred to. The Government are 
unable to accede to the application con- 
tained in the resolution. 


CAVAN POLICE FORCE, 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to .ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland can he state 
whether any increase has taken place 
recently in the police force of Cavan 
County ; and whether, seeing that he pro- 
mised in 1896 to see that a gradual 
process of reduction would take place, it 
‘is intended to carry this promise into 
| effect. : 
( 
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FrouR): No increase has recently been | 
made in the police force of County Cavan. | 
For many years the county has been | 
served by the free quota. The policy of | 
reducing the strength of the entire police 
force throughout Ireland, promised in | 
1896, has been since then steadily pursued. | 
| 

MARQUESS OF SLIGO’S ESTATE. | 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 
that negotiations have been proceeding | 
for some time between the Marquess of 
Sligo and the Congested Districts Board, 
with a view to the sale to the Board of 
portions of his Lordship’s estate: and 
could he state the price asked by the 
Marquess of Sligo, and would he give a 
copy of the correspondence with reference | 
to such sale. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT For 
IRELAND (Mr. Ptunkert, Dublin 
County, S.): The reply to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. The corre- 
spondence that has passed between the 
Congested Districts Board and the Mar- 
quess of Sligo in the matter is regarded 
as confidential. The board can give no 
information as to the respective offers 
made, and it is not intended to lay on 
the Table the correspondence that has | 
taken place. 


MUZZLING ORDER IN CORK. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he has received reso- 
lutions from the Corporation of Cork and 
the Cork Rural District Council recom- 
mending that the dogs muzzling order be 
rescinded ; and whether he is now pre- 
pared to accede to the general desire that 
the order should be rescinded. 


Mr. PLUNKETT : Resolutions have 
been received from the Corporation of 
Cork and the Cork Rural District Council, | 
recommending that the muzzling of dogs 
order be rescinded. Since the 29th April, | 
1899, twelve cases of rabies occurred 
within the County Cork, the last case so 
recently as the 3rd January. The ques- | 
tion of rescinding the order has been | 
carefully considered, but it is felt that the | 
time has not yet arrived when any part | 
of the’ County Cork could, with due re- | 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BaL- | gard to the general interest, be exempted 
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from the operation of the order. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I think the House 
would like to know whether there is any 
news from South Africa. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): No, Sir, I do not think there is. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I give 
notice that on Monday I shall move, in 
accordance with the statement I have 
already made to the House, that, until 
the end of the financial year, financial 
business have precedence on Tuesdays 
whenever set down by the Government. 


Of course that is subject to the pledge I 


have already given in regard to Tuesday 
the 20th, in connection with the motion 
now down on the Paper for that day. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


| With regard to the Tuesday referred to 


by the right hon. Gentleman, I think there 


| would be a strong general feeling of dis- 


appointment and dissatisfaction if, as the 
right hon. Gentleman has rather implied, 


| there were merely an evening sitting on 
| fo) fo] 


that occasion. The matter which is to 
be discussed has excited a great deal of 


| attention and interest, and I think it isa 
matter of such importance that it ought 
| not to be relegated to an evening sitting. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite recog- 
nise the existence of the feeling to which 
the right hon. Gentleman alludes, and I 
can assure the House that nothing but 
absolute necessity would oblige me to 
reduce the time for discussing that 
motion to the three hours between nine 
and twelve o'clock. 


OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
FROM THE STANDING 


SITTINGS 
TION 
ORDER). 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the proceedings on the Address, if under 
discussion at Twelve o’clock this night, be: 


| not interrupted under the Standing Order, 


Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 

The House divided :—Ayes, 226 ; Noes, 
86. (Division List No. 6.) 
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Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Murnaghan, George 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
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Wilson, John (Govan) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Mr. 
Woods. 





NEW BILLS. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING 
CLASSES. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
Housing of the Working Classes, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Steadman, Mr. 
John Burns, Captain Norton, and Mr. 
Woods. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(RURAL DISTRICTS). 

Bill to amend the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, so as to 
facilitate the provision of cottages by 
Rural Authorities, ordered to be brought | 
in by Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Channing, 
Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Price, Mr. Broadhurst, | 
Mr. Billson, Mr. Frederick Wilson, and | 
Mr. Soames. 





AND BEERHOUSE ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the | 
licensing of Beerhouses and places for the 
sale of Cider and Wine by retail in 
England and Wales, ordered to be brought 


WINE 


in by Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Courtney, 
Sir Cameron Gull, and Mr. Cameron 
Corbett. 


WINE AND BEERHOUSE ACTS AMEND.- 
MENT BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
licensing of Beerhouses and places for the 
saleof Cider and Wine by retail in England 
and Wales,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 20th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 73.] 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
SALE) (SCO'’TLAND). 

Bill to alter the Law relating to the 
Hours during which premises licensed for 
the sale of excisable liquors may be open 
in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Provand, Captain Sinclair, Mr. Col- 
ville, Mr. Ure, and Mr. Caldwell. 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 


SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To alter the Law relating to the 
Hours during which premises licensed for 
the sale of excisable hquors may be open 
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in Scotland,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
74.] 


BAKEHOUSES (HOURS OF LABOUR). 


Bill to restrict the Hours of Labour in 
Bakehouses to forty-eight per week, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Woods, 
Mr. John Burns, and Mr. Steadman. 


L L. 


BAKEHOUSES (HOURS OF LABOUR) 
] 


“To restrict the Hours of labour in 
Bakehouses to forty-eight per week,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
14th March, and to be printed. [Bill 76.] 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE). 

Bill to grant certificates to persons in 
charge of steam engines and_ boilers, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jonathan 
Samuel, Mr. J. A. Pease, Mr. Haldane, 
Mr. Helder, Colonel Denny, Mr. Fenwick, 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Paulton, 
Mr. Joseph Walton, and Mr. Holland. 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 


“To grant certificates to Persons in 
Charge of Steam Engines and Boilers.” 
Presented and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 77. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Housing of the Working Classes,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
25th April, and to be printed. [Bill 72.] 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(RURAL DISTRICTS) BILL. 

_ “To amend the Housing of the Work- 

ing Classes Act, 1890, so as to facilitate 

the provision of cottages by Rural 


Authorities,” presented, and read _ the | 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, 23rd February, and to be printed. 
[Bill 75.] 


{9 FeBRUARY 1900} 
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ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
| MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


{NintH DaAy’s DEBATE. ] 


Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [30th January], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Captain Prety- 
man.) 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


TAXATION OF IRELAND. 

Sir T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): In 
seconding the Amendment which is on 
the Paper I feel myself in a position of 
considerable disadvantage because I have 
to follow the very admirable speech of my 

| hon. friend the Member for North Dublin, 
which practically touched almost every 
aspect of the case. There is also this further 
disadvantage, that this subject has been so 
often debated that there is very little new 
to be said about it. Still, lam glad to 
second it in view of the special and 
peculiar circumstances of the present time. 
This country is engaged in a war which is 
likely to prove both long and expensive. It 
is a war from which it is not conceivable 
that Ireland can derive any advantage. 
On the other hand, it will undoubtedly 
lead to a very great increase of taxation, 
and of that taxation Ireland will be com- 
pelled, whether she likes it or not, to pay 
what we Irishmen consider to be an utterly 
disproportionate share. I do not propose 
to go extensively into the details of this 
question, nor do I believe there is any 
necessity for any justification on our part 
for the action we are taking at the present 
‘moment. We consider that in view of 
the feelings we hold on the question of 
the over-taxation of Ireland it is essential 
we should take the first opportunity, of 
making our position clear with regard to 
| any further increase of that taxation. We 
|shall have many opportunities in the 
‘course of this session of considering pos. 


Ninth Day. 
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sible further increases of taxation, and we | 
trust and hope to be able to utilise those | 
opportunities to the fullest possible extent | 
when the occasion for doing so arises. | 
There is no necessity for me now to 
speculate on the direction those pos- 
sible increases of taxation may take. 
Neither, Sir, is there any necessity at this 
stage for me to go in detail into the his- 
torical aspects of the situation. ‘The his- 
torical case of Ireland has been repeated 
over and over again in this House. It has 
been repeated so many times that we have, 
as a matter of fact, absolutely lost count 
of them, and although statements have 
been laid before the House many a time 
and oft, and although even in my own 
time there have been repeated discussions 
on the national grievances of Ireland, I 
do not think any Irish Member of this | 
House has yet heard a satisfactory answer | 
to the Irish case in respect to the over- 

taxation of Ireland. I will not, Sir, go | 
back very far into this history, as it is | 
not so very many years ago since the case | 
of Ireland was set forth in most admirable | 
and, I may say, unanswerable fashion by 

my hon. friend the Member for South Long- | 
ford. The legitimate claims of Ireland for | 
redress as put forward from this quarter | 
of the House have met with no adequate 
settlement since that time, nor since our 
case was put later still by the hon. and 


learned Member for Waterford. No | 
answer is yet forthcoming; I do not | 


suppose there is any answer beyond that 
to which we are so well accustomed, | 
namely, that Ireland has no substantial 
grievance at all. Sir, | may, perhaps, be 
allowed to give the House an outline of 
the Irish case. From our point of view, 
it isa record of continuous breaches of 
engagements entered into by England | 
with Ireland. Ever since the Act of 
Union the question has been discussed 
and debated in this House in vain, 
and the injustice continues in face of our 
continued and unabated protest. That 
protest has been made now for nearly a) 
hundred years, and invariably without 
success. Let us go back to the Act of 
Union. It was a solemn treaty entered | 
into between England and Ireland, in 
which certain covenants as to financial 
relations between the two countries were 
set forth, and received the form of legis- 
lative enactment. We were regarded, in | 
financial matters, asa separate entity. It | 
was a solemn compact by which Ireland | 
was to receive the benefit of cer- | 
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tain exceptional treatment. She was 
promised exemption in one case 
and abatement in another; but 
the realisation of those promises 
is yetto come. From 1800 to 1816, the 
period at which the exchequers of Ireland 
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and England were consolidated, we find 


by the records of this House, by the 
debates which are reported in Hansard, 
that Ireland has contributed to the war 
expenditure of England—war expendi- 
ture in which Ireland has had no con- 
cern whatever, and from which she can 
derive no possible advantage—money 
amounting to millions sterling. In that 


period Ireland has contributed between 


£60,000,000 and £70,000,000 compensa- 
tion for England’s benefit, and no less 
than £30,000,000 in excess of the 
proportion fixed by the Act of Union. 
These are statements which can be easily 
verified either by a reference to the 
the Parliamen- 


pages of Hunsard in 
tary Library. In 1816 the Act came 
into force, and in 1817 the two ex- 


chequers were consolidated. A new 
treaty was made by which Ireland was 
promised that a revision of her taxation 
would be carried out at certain intervals 
of time. That was the main grievance ; 


that agreement was not observed, there 


was no such revision of  Ireland’s 
taxation, and the main condition 
upon which the consolidation was ratified 
were never observed by this country. In 
1854 there was a new departure in taxa- 
tion, and Ireland contributed £30,000,000 
at least more than was provided by the 
consolidation of the two exchequers. The 
toyal Commission which investigated 
the financial relations of the two countries 
resulted in a number of new taxes 
being imposed. The inducement which 
led the Irish people to consent to these 
new taxes was that they would be only of 
a temporary nature, and after seven years 
some of them would be taken off, and 


after a further period the whole of them 


would be removed. That was the 
engagement, but, like every other engage- 
ment, it was forgotten. The “ temporary 
taxes,” so-called, imposed in 1854, became 


' permanent, although the Financial Rela- 


tions Commission showed that Ireland 
was already overtaxed by 120 to 130 
millions. That Financial Relations Com- 
mission was composed of  emineit 
financiers, who went thoroughly into the 
question of the financial relations existing 
between the two countries. The record 
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of its sitting is preserved in a Blue-| the financial treatment meted out by 


book, which is, perhaps, the ~ most 


valuable contribution to the question that 
According to the investi- 


we possess, 
gations of this Commission, the over- 
taxation of Ireland is put down, at the 
lowest figure, as £2,500,000 per annum. 
According to these eminent experts 
Ireland contributed at least £2,500,000 
per annum more than the condition of 
her resources entitled her to pay. Well, 
that Report was promptly put into the 


no practical result of the Commission ever 
since. It has occurred to me and many 
of my hon. friends what a different view 
would have been taken of the Report of 
that Commission had it been found that 
Ireland was paying £2,500,000 less than 
her proper proportion of the taxation. 
However, since the sitting of the Commis- 
sion, new taxation has been imposed on 
Ireland in the shape of an increase in the 
spirit duties and an imposition of the 
estate duty. By this additional taxation, 
increased revenue has been derived from 
Ireland amounting, at any rate, to 
£500,000 a year. Thus the Report of the 
Royal Commission, which showed that 
Ireland was already overtaxed to the 
tune of £2,500,000, only led to the impo- 
sition of another half million sterling. 
In these various stages of the financial 


relations between the two countries, it | 


will be seen that these taxes were not im- 
posed without strong protest on behalf of 


Ireland. Every opportunity that presented | 


itself to the Irish party was seized by 
way of strongly protesting against 
England’s unjust financial treatment. Ire- 
land objected to the union of the two 
exchequers. She protested in 1854, and 
again in 1864, when another Commission 
of inquiry was appointed to sit in London. 
She protested then and since continually, 
and the day on which Ireland will get 
justice in this matter seems as distant as 
ever. 
House, and especially hon. Members 
opposite, profess to be surprised that 
there is no more real sympathy existing 
between the people of England and the 
people of Ireland. I shouldlike toknowhow 
this country would have behaved had the 


positions been reversed, and Ireland had | 


treated England in the same way. 


What would have been the feelings of the 
English people under such circumstances ! 
How can England expect Ireland to be 
kindly disposed towards her in view of 


And yet English members of this | 


England? Our country is labouring 
under a most frightful injustice, and we 
protest against it; we have protested 
before, and shall continue to protest. As 
long as the Irish people take an intelli- 
gent interest in the concerns of their 
country, so long will they protest against 


| this system, which is surely and inevitably 
bleeding Ireland to death, ruining her 


industrial and financial possibilities, and 


driving year by year thousands of Irish 
waste-paper basket ; and there has been | 


people out of the country simply because 
they cannot get employment at home. 
One result of your financial treatment of 
Ireland is that of all the countries in the 
world the one in which Irish industries 
do not succeed, except in a very small 
measure, is the country to which they 
belong. We shall probably hear, as we 
have heard many times before, the old 
arguments advanced against the claim of 
Ireland. We shall be told tliat Ireland is 
treated extremely well; that England 
makes nothing out of Ireland; that 
England spends an enormously dispro- 
portionate amount of money year by year 
in Ireland on the administration of the 
country. It is one of the strong points 
which is constantly raised in the dis- 
cussion of the financial claims of Ireland 
that the expense of the administration is 
something prodigious. Our answer to 
that is that we are not concerned in 
the administration of Ireland; we have 
nothing whatever to say to it. The ad- 
ministration of Ireland has been devised 
in this House ; for the expenses of that 
administration this House is responsible, 
and, as far as we are concerned, [reland 
derives absolutely nothing from the 
amount of money you spend on the 
various swarms of officials in that country. 
If this argument is supposed to be a 
really strong and tangible one, you have 
a very easyremedy. If this House would 
approve of the appointment of a Com- 
mission of practical Irishmen to go into 
the figures of the administration of the 
country, and would undertake that what- 
ever money was saved as the result of that 
Commission should be devoted to Irish 
purposes, I am perfectly certain that any 
body of intelligent Irishmen would be 
able to effect very considerable retrench- 
ments in the expenses of Irish adminis- 
tration. As to the argument that for 
Irish purposes England has contributed, 
and continues to contribute, enormous 
sums of money, many Parliamentary 
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Papers and numerous speeches in Hunsard | ever money is derived from the redemp- 
make it perfectly plain that for every one | 


of those generous contributions there was 
a very considerable yuid pro quo given by 
Ireland. All those contributions from 
time to time 
financial concessions on the part of Ireland, 
by which England was invariably the 
gainer. When we are told of the Imperial 
expenditure in Ireland, one is tempted 
to ask what is the Imperial expenditure 
in England? How much is spent in 
building men-of-war in England and in 
Ireland respectively? How much is 
spent on dockyards at Plymouth, Ports- 
mouth, and other places in England, and 
how much is spent in Ireland in the same 
direction? Why, there is not a single 
dockyard in Ireland, although over one 
hundred years ago you promised that 
one should be established. The ques- 
tion of the great prosperity of 
Ireland under English rule has been 
threshed out so often that it is practically 
threadbare and not worth discussing. We 
should probably be told—it is a favourite 
argument of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer—that the deposits in the Irish 
savings banks have increased, and that 
fact will be heralded forth as an evidence 
of the great advance in the prosperity of 
Ireland. I would very much like the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, or anyone 
who puts forward that argument, to 
state the amount of the deposits in the 
English savings banks. It is understood 
that the amount of those deposits is 
such that the Post Office does not know 
what to do with the money. 
parison was made between the deposits in 
the two countries, as an evidence of in- 
creasing prosperity, Ireland would show 
up very poorly as compared with England. 
I desire to direct the attention of the 
House to one or two small details in con- 
nection with the financial question. As 
was pointed out last night, there are so 
many ways in which England makes 
money out of Ireland without any 
acknowledgment being made that it is 
impossible to go into them all, but there 
are one or two points to which I will 
refer. First, there is the question of the 
redemption of the quit and crown rents 
in Ireland. It is very difficult to arrive 
at the figures, as the redemption has been 
going on ever since the Land Purchase 
Acts came into operation, and, of course, 
will continue for a number of years to 
come. As far as I understand it, what- 
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Irish but to English purposes. 


tion of these quit rents is devoted not to 
We hold 
that instead of devoting this money to the 


purchase of properties of the Crown in 


were made in return for | 


If a com-, 


England or to the discharge of liabilities 
on Crown properties in England, it would 
be much more in accordance with justice 
if this money, which is essentially Irish, 
were devoted to Irish purposes. This is 
a matter which, perhaps, has been for- 
gotten or overlooked by the representa- 
tive of Ireland, but it is one we are not 
disposed to allow to remain in abeyance 
much longer. Perhaps the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will inform us how much 
money has been received from the re- 
demption of Irish quit and Crown rents, 
and to what purposes that money has been 
devoted. We would insist that the money 
so derived hitherto and to be derived 
should be devoted to Irish purposes. 
Then there is the agricultural grant in 
connection with the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Act. When that Act was intro- 
duced I understand the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to say that we were to receive 
about £750,000. As it has worked out, 
however, we have received only about 
£720,000. There may be nothing in it, 
but the feeling in Ireland is that there is 
a grievance in this matter, and I shall be 
obliged if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will give us some information on the 
point. Another point as to which con- 
siderable doubt exists, which we are ex- 
tremely anxious should be cleared up, is 
the question of Irish lunatic asylum 
finance. According to our contention the 
Treasury have made a profit of about 
£120,000 out of the rearrangement of 
the finances of the Irish asylums in con- 
nection with the Irish Local Government 
Act. I should be extremely glad if it is 
wrong, but my information is somewhat 
to this effect: In the old days, before the 


‘Irish Local Government Act was passed, 


the financial year of the lunatic asylums 
ended on 31st December, and the arrange- 
ment was that the Imperial Treasury 
gave a subsidy of 4s. a week, or half 
the amount per head paid by the 
local taxpayers—whichever was __ the 
smaller amount—for every lunatic treated 
in the asylums. Under the recent Act 
this arrangement ceased, and certain 
fixed sums are to be paid. This charge 
is to be met out of the Local Taxation 
Account for Ireland. That account 
opened on 31st March, while the old 
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Asylums Account ended on 31st December, | new upon this question of Irish taxation. 


and apparently the matter has been so | 
arranged that the Treasury have escaped — 
paying their contribution for the period 
between 31st December, 1898, and 31st 
March, 1899. The exact amount is a) 
matter for the calculation of experts, but | 
the general opinion is that the Treasury 
have made about £120,000 by the 
transaction. The original Treasury 
liability was called a “refund,” and 
was in respect of payments already 
made. Under the new arrangement, the 
Treasury contribution goes under the 
name of a “ grant,” and is supposed to be 
in respect of future payments. On that 
understanding it would seem that about 
£120,000 remains due to Ireland for the 
period I have named. The matter has 
already been brought to the notice of the 
House by a question to the Irish Secretary | 
—whose absence, especially on account of 
its cause, I regret very much, and all 


of us hope we shall see him 
in his place again before long. 


Thope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to give a satisfactory explanation. J 
have only raised this question as one of 
the many details of Irish finance. Many 
others could be raised, but I do not pro- 
pose to raise them now. We have put 
forward this Amendment for the purpose 
of asserting our position in this country, 
and emphasising the opinion of Ireland 
that it labours under a distinct grievance 
which, throughout the whole of this 
session, as far as the forms of the House 
will allow us, we shall continue to press 
upon the House, and, whether we receive 
justice or not, we shall have the satisfac- 
tion of knowing that we have done our 
duty. | 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, | 

But we humbly represent to Your Majesty | 
that the over taxation of Ireland, which | 
promises to become greatly aggravated by the 
expenditure on the war in South Africa, is a 
most serious and pressing grievance, and 
demands the early attention of Parliament 
with a view to its removal.’ ”—(.Mi. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 

*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : 
is only one observation made by the hon. 
Member this evening with which I have | 
the slightest disposition to differ. | 


There | 


He | 


said it was very difficult to say anything 


_ observations in this debate. 


_ connection. 
‘how just it was for the House of Com- 


answer. L 
in Ireland’s financial grievances will hardly 


Unless Irishmen are able to say something 
new upon this matter they will never 
get their grievances redressed. This 
House does not care about archeology. 
It is useful, perhaps, to explain what 
mistakes were made in 1853, and the 
Royal Commission in 1894 made a splen- 


did contribution to our history of Ireland. 


This House, however, pushes these things 
aside. It says they are past, and if you 


‘cannot show us that at the present 


moment you have a grievance of a press- 
ing nature it is no use complaining. As 
I am strongly impressed with the belief 


‘that this grievance is one of the most 


acute that Parliament has got to 
deal with, and is growing more acute 
every day, I venture to make a few 
I shall best 
make my point by alluding to a 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury. 
The right hon. Gentleman has made 
three speeches on Irish taxation—the 
first was bad, the second was worse, and 
the third was the worst of all. No one 
appreciates more than I do the good feel- 
ing which the right hon. Gentleman has 
shown towards Ireland, and no one ap- 
preciates more than myself the useful 
character of some of the measures he 
has passed for Ireland. But it is very 
curious how his mind comes back 
to this financial question, and deals 
with it more inadequately upon every 
fresh occasion. The last speech he 
made was a very short but emphatic 
one. It was made during the recess, 


_and he was drawing a parallel between 
the difficulties and grievances in South 


Africa and Ireland. I think Ireland 
might have been left alone in that 
His argument went to show 


mons to try and redress the grievances 
of the Uitlanders in the Transvaal, and 
he endeavoured to show that the Uit- 
landers’ grievances were much more acute 
than the Irish grievances, and he men- 
tioned them one after the other, and 


amongst others he alluded to the taxation 


grievance. He said that— 


“« . , . . The Irish people allege that 
they are overtaxed when compared with the 
English. Personally I think just the reverse, 


| and I have given my reasons for that opinion 


in a very elaborate form, open to anybody to 
discuss and to criticise, and, if they can, to: 
Even the Irishmen who most believe: 
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maintain that they are taxed at £16 per head, 
which is what the Uitlanders are taxed at.” * 
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The argument is that because the Uit- | 


landers pay £16 per head, 
grievance is greater than the Irish. 
The sum now paid by Irishmen 
amounts to 60s. per head. At the 
commencement of the present reign 


their | 


the total amount of local and Imperial | 
taxation was 16s. per head, but since that | 


time it has been doubled twice. That 
is, of course, even now very different 
to the Uitlanders’ proportion, but mark 
the difference in the position of 
the two. There are no gold mines 
in Ireland. The great feature of Irish 
geography is a huge bog, and £16 
per head can be more easily paid by 
the Uitlander than the smaller sum of 
60s. by the Irishman. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will admit that nothing 
can be gained by comparing figures so 


different as the Uitlanders’ and the 
Irish, and what should be compared 
is the principle of taxation. Let us 
do so for a moment. What was 
the principle upon which President 


Kruger imposed his taxes? It was this 


—that the richer the Uitlanders became | 


and the more numerous they were, the 
more he would make them pay towards 
the taxation of the country. What is the 
principle this House follows in Ireland ? 
It is that the poorer Ireland becomes and 
the fewer her population, the more 
this House will make her pay. If 
that is the truth, I bring against this 
House the gravest charge that can be put 
into human words. It is an evil which 
does not exist in any other civilised 
country, and I question if there is any 
other country where wealth and popula- 
tion are declining, and where taxation is 
increasing, as in Ireland. To find taxes 
constantly increasing under such cir- 
cumstances is certainly one of the most 
extraordinary things that can be imagined. 
And it is for this reason that I say this 
Irish grievance is growing more acute. 
The people are getting fewer and the 
wealth is getting less, but this House is 
continually thrusting increased burdens 
of taxation upon them. My Irish friends 
have said that this Report of the Royal 
Commission has been neglected. When 
the Report of the Royal Commission 
was presented to this House there were 
three courses open to it. One course 








* Speech of Mr. A. J. Balfour, at Dewsbury, 
28th November, 1899. 
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would have been for this House instantly 
to have said, “This is a serious matter : 
let us put this grievance right and 
reduce this burden of over-taxation,” 
Another course would have been to let 
the matter alone, and say, “ We will not 
reduce taxation, neither will we increase 
it.” A third course—and I think every- 
body will agree the worst course—would 
have been for this House, after the Com- 
mission had reported, to go on increasing 
the taxes in a worse way than it had ever 
done before. It is this third and the 
worst course exactly that has been fol- 
lowed by this House. The figures are 
most extraordinary. Almost every Irish 


the Queen’s Speech. 


tax has been raised since that Com- 
mission reported, and the — sum 
of £700,000 a year more was 


collected during the last financial year 
than in the year when the Commission 
reported. Perhaps the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will say that this was caused 
simply by the normal operation of our 
system, but that is precisely what my 
hon. friends protest against and declare 


to be unjust. Perhaps some English 
Member will urge, ‘We have been 


treated in England in the same way ;” 
but I contend that they have not been 
treated in the same way. They never 
were treated in the same way, for 
the English, Welsh, or Scotch Members 
would not stand it for an hour, and I am 
astonished at the patience with which my 
hon. friends the Irish Members have borne 
this burden. What is the case of the 
British? We must remember that great 
division which God has made between the 
two countries. There are two islands 
separated from each other ; one is called 
Great Britain and the other Ireland. Our 
Chancellors of the Exchequer have tried to 
mix up the accounts of the two countries, 
but they have not succeeded. It is 
just as hard to mix them as to try 
and join the two islands together. 
What is the case of Great Britain as com- 
pared with Ireland! There has been a 
great increase of many millions in the 
wealth of Great Britain, and there has 
also been an increase of population. The 
increase in the wealth of Great Britain 
cannot be computed, and it has been mildly 
put at £50,000,000 per annum, in the 
revenue of the country. In England the 
increase of taxation has gone step by step 
with an increase of population and an in- 
crease of wealth. But how has it gone in 
There the increase of taxation 
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has gone on with a decrease of population 
and a decrease of wealth. That is really 


the only point I want to make, because I | 


believe if we could awaken the conscience 
of this House to the magnitude of this 
evil—and I believe in the justice of this 
House when it understands a question— 
it would become more sympathetic. The 
reason the House does not take up this 
question is because it is a question of 
figures, and it does not understand it. 
Although I am dealing mainly with 
principles, let me offer one practical 
illustration of how the system works. I 
will give a striking figure to prove the 
decrease of the wealth and population of 
Ireland. My hon. friend who has just 
spoken has said something upon that 
point, and I will not repeat anything 
he has said. I only wish to give the 
House one figure, and it is such an 
astounding figure that I did not care to 
quote it without first writing to the 
Local Government Board in Dublin to 
correct it and bring it down to the year 
1898. It is the return of pauperism in Ire- 
land. [am going to ask the House to bear 
with me while [ quote three very simple 
figures from this astounding document. 
Iwill state the proportion between the 
population and pauperism at three 
periods. The periods are 1864, 1894, 
and 1898. I may be asked why I take 
the year 1864. The reason is because 
the returns were commenced in that year, 
and it was a fair normal year. I take 
1894 to show the facts when the Com- 
mission reported, and 1898 to show the 
present position. I hope that selection 
will be admitted to be fair. Omitting the 
odd figures, the population in 1864 was 
5,640,000, and in 1894, 4,600,000. In 
1864 the total number of paupers re- 
turned by the Local Government Board 
in Ireland was 295,000, and in 1894, 
437,000, with a population a million less. 
Let me put the matter in another way. 
In 1864 the proportion of pauperism to 
population was 52 per 1,000, and in 1894 
95 per 1,000. British Members in this 
House pay great attention to pauperism 

they understand its importance—and 
may I appeal to them to observe that 
while- pauperism has, thank God, fallen 
one-half in this country, pauperism in 
Ireland has almost doubled. I will give 
further figures. 
paupers was 1898 


437,000, and in 


526,000—an increase of 90,000 in four 
years, and the proportion per thousand 


{9 Fepruary 1900} 


‘in Ireland 


In 1894 the number of | 
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| had risen from 95 to 115. These are 
|the most astounding figures _ pre- 


sented to this House for many years. 
I believed from my own experience 
that the figures were 
bad, but I had no idea that such a state 
of affairs existed, and before venturing to 
make a statement in the House of Com- 
mons I had the figures I have quoted con- 
firmed by the Local Government Board. 
In Ireland taxation is constantly increas- 
ing while that phenomenon of decreasing 
wealth has to be dealt with. Let me deal 
with one other point. The English are 
very ingenious in meeting the arguments 
of the Irish, and they say, “ Well, 
although you have very poor districts in 
the west of Ireland and a great many 
paupers, yet there are a great many well- 
to-do people, and their condition is im- 
proving, so that notwithstanding the ap- 
palling figures you have given the state of 
Ireland is better than you have fed the 
House to suppose.” I will give an 
answer to that argument. The Irish had 
a great genius for dealing with questions 
of finance, and it was agreed at the dis- 
cussion which took place between the two 
Parliaments at the end of the last century 
that there would come a time when it 
would be possible to measure the condi- 
tions of Ireland and Great Britain respec- 
tively, and that that time would be when 
a common tax was levied on the same 
principle in both countries. There is such 
a common tax now. It is not equally 
just in both countries—it is just in Great 
Britain and unjust in Ireland — but 
it is ‘levied on the same_ principle. 
I allude to the income tax. These great 
financial authorities at the end of the 
last century, among whom I include Pitt, 
agreed that when such a tax was levied 
for a large number of years it would be 
possible to judge the progress of the two 
countries by watching its operation. For 
the last five or six years income tax at 
the rate of 8d. in the £ has been levied 
in these two interesting islands, on the 
same principle, by the same authority, 
and passing into the same Treasury. In 
1895 in Ireland income tax produced 
£18,000 more than it produced last year, 
while in Great Britain last year it pro- 
duced nearly £2,000,000 more than it 
did in 1895. That proves that in 
Ireland the condition of the rich 
marches with the condition of the poor. 
and that they too are worse off than they 
were. I have given the House figures 
Ninth Day 
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with reference to pauperism and the 
produce of the income tax, and, tested by 
either, this grievance is proved to be most 
acute and dangerous in Ireland. 
now deal with another British objection. 
The defenders of the British position may 
say, “How can this be?” I would ask 
them to drop the “how” and say, “Is 
this true?” But the British will not be 
satisfied unless the Irish answer every 
poser put tothem. They will never deal 
with an Irish grievance unless they under- 
stand it. They ask, ‘How can such a 
great grievance arise under a common 
system of taxation?” There have been 
three systems of taxation in Ireland 
during the century, all equally oppres- 
sive. The first was a system of unequal 
taxation. Ireland was simply robbed 
under that, because whenever the 
English wanted to take off a tax they 
merely put a stop to a tax which only 
existed in England. That grievance 
became so flagrant that equal taxation 
was resolved upon, but under that system 
selected articles were taxed which pressed 
more hardly on Ireland than on England, 
and the result was as bad under equal as 
it was under unequal taxation. Then a 


third and a worse system than either has | 


arisen lately. It is the collection of too 
much taxation and the giving back of a 
certainamount in grants. I believe the real 
object for which that system was estab- 
lished was to facilitate the plunder of 
Ireland; otherwise the system would have 
no meaning. What is the object of 


{COMMONS} 


I will | 


/ session goes on. 


/ most cruel way. In the Crimean War the 


asking Great Britain to pay too much, | 


and then giving the balance back, This 
House discovered only five taxes that 


would be at all productive in Ireland. | 


Almost the only thing which would pay 
that was left out was the potato, and the 
House said, “ Now, we must never part 
with any of the taxes on these articles.” 
Then came the time when taxation 
realised too much, and the system arose 
of giving grants. Of course, 
machinery was at hand for cheating 
Ireland, and this House used it. It 
gave grants to England and forgot Ire- 
land. We have had an_ illustration 
of that in the present Parliament. 
The House has no historic memory and 
no continuity of policy—to which may be 
attributed some of our international and 
other dangers at the present moment— 
and the grants which were given by the 
present Parliament differed in their nature 
from previous grants. How has the 


Mv. Lough. 


the | 


‘she has not got it to give you. 


‘amount would be given to the poorer 


‘the greater artistic faculty to work on. 


‘has been invariably 
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| present Parliament treated Ireland? In 
| 1896 a large grant was given to land, and 
Ireland received only £180,000 instead of 
£800,000. In 1898 this House admitted 
it was wrong, and gave Ireland the larger 
sum. Now the House cannot have been 
right in both years, but its action is an 
example of how Ireland is treated under 
this system of grants. I will mention 
a smaller example. On what _ prin- 
ciple is the Science and Art Grant 
made ? One would have thought that if 
there were to be a selection, the larger 
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country, and to the country which had 


On that principle the larger sum would 
go to Ireland, because the peuple are 
more artistic and have more time to de- 
vote to the work. It, however, gets not 
a twentieth or a twelfth—the proportion 
it pays of some taxes—but a fifty-ninth 
of the grant. In London alone about 
£35,000 a year is given, whereas the whole 
amount given to Ireland is only about 
£5,000. Without going into details, I 
have shown the principle on which Ireland 
treated. Every 
system has been to the detriment of 
Ireland. The last point [ have to men- 
tion is a very strong one, and refers to 
the war. I can see that my friends from 
Ireland mean to develop this point as the 
In both the great wars 
of the century Ireland was treated in the 


tax was raised in Ireland and Great 
Britain. When that war was over it was. 
taken off in Great Britain, but it has 
never been reduced a penny in Ireland. 
Then in the French War that culminated 
in the battle of Waterloo the tax vas 
raised in Great Britain and Ireland ; in 
the year after Waterloo £20,000,000 was 
struck off the British tax, but no corre- 
sponding reduction was made in Ireland. 
You will make this war a pretext for 
raising the taxes again, and when the war 
is over you will again forget to take them 
off. Now, I maintain that you cannot get 
money for this war trom Ireland, because 
The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer smiles, but 
if you do get anything it will be ata 
terrible expense of life. Even now the 





income tax does not produce so much as 
it did. Iveland has voted against you; 
all her people, or a large majority of 
them, are solid against you. The bulk of 
opinion in Ireland does not approve 
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of the war, and in making the protest 
which they make by this Amendment the 


House. 


N.R., Thirsk): The answer to the charge 
that the hon. Member has made that we 
heap heavier taxes on Ireland and the 
people grow poorer is that the taxes 
have not been raised in Ireland up to the 
sane level as in Great Britain, and that 
the people are able to consume more 
taxable commodities, and that seems to 
show that they are growing, not poorer, 
but richer. 


the result of the fresh taxes imposed in 
1894 and 1896. 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The hon. 
Member apparently refers to the whisky 
tax. 


*\fr. LOUGH: No, the income tax and 
the death duties. 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Then 
gather that the hon. Gentleman means that 
the disparity is increased by the income 


at death. I am perfectly sure that Irish- 
men will not endorse that statement. In 
considering fixed taxation on certain com- 
modities you must assume, if it is found 
that fewer people produce a greater 
amount, that those people are getting 
not worse but better off. It is a sign of | 
increased prosperity that they can con- | 
sume more taxable articles. Now, the 
hon. Baronet just now appeared unhappy 
hecause our answer to the party which he 
adorns has been that Ireland has no finan- 
cial grievance at all. Thatis a satisfactory 
answer. In assuming that Ireland has | 
a grievance we must see how the indi- 
vidual is situated. It is said that the 
grievance is the grievance of the nation 
and not an individual grievance of the 
people forming that nation. Of course, 
if the individual grievance is nothing, the 
nation has no grievance. Now, the indi- 
vidual living in Ireland has no grievance 
whatever. He pays the same taxation as | 





you ; 
y of 
lk of 
prove 





people living here. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): | 
What about the Union ? 
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Irish people make a perfectly just protest | 
which I commend to the sympathy of the | 


#Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, | 


*Mr. LOUGH: A clear £700,000 was | 


I} 


tax and the taxation of property passing | 


| dual. 
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*Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The hon. 
Member asks about the Act of Union. 
Several hon. Gentlemen have referred to 
the Act of Union, but they have not read 
| the words of the seventh section to the 
| House. That section, after providing for 
a declaration of indiscriminate taxation, 
provides that the Parliament of the United 
Kingdom 
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““May from time to time, as circumstances 
may require, impose and apply such taxes” 
{equal on same articles] “subject only to such 
particular exemptions or abatements in Ireland, 

' and in that part of Great Britain called Scot- 
land, as circumstances may appear from time 
to time to demand.” 


That section appears quite unnecessary. 
It is an inherent power of any Government 
to do that at any time. Under that Ireland 
was exempted from land tax, house tax, 
| passenger duty, and _— establishment 
charges. It is not only in the Treaty itself 
that Parliament has the right to make 
/exemptions and abatements. We have 
had this point put to us as settled by 
_ authorities on taxation. The Commission 
which decided it consisted of very eminent 
financiers, and originally consisted of thir- 
teen members, ten of whom were Irish or 
drawn from that section of the British 
who are more Irish than the Irish them- 
selves. That mixture not being strong 
enough, two more [rish were added to 
the Commission. The report gave two 
pages of agreed report and 200 of different 
reasons, and the two pages which were 
agreed did not answer anything at all. 
The hon. Baronet said that in the matter 


| of taxation for this war Irishmen will pay 
| a disproportionate share 





Sir T. G. ESMONDE: On the basis of 
the tinding of the Royal Commission. 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON: If it falls on 
taxable commouities it presses the indivi- 
The individual who drinks whisky 
will pay a dispruportionate share as 
ayainst that paid by a less convivial 
character, just as he will in Engiand. 
The hon. Member for Islington suggested 
you ougiit to have given larger grants to 
freland in matters of technical instrue- 
tion, but the Irish decline to recognise 
what they call a miserable apology for 
a set otf by liberality in matters of 
expenditure. 1 hope hon. Members oppo- 
site will press tu.s to a division, because 
I desire to see how many there are who 
suggest that ingland should pay more in 
order that lreland may pay less. 

25 Ninth Day. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal,S.): 
We are now discussing a question in 


which the majority of Irish Members say | 


that byacleverarrangementof this country 
Ireland is monstrously overtaxed: yet the 
benches opposite present the appearance 
they usually do on a full-dress Indian 
debate. They do not think it worth while 
to come down and hear our criticisms. I 
am glad the hon. Gentleman’ did not 
deliver his speech in the presence of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, because they 
take very different views. His argument 
is that as taxation falls on the unit it 
does not matter where that unit lives. 
The First Lord of the Admiralty, when 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, was the 
father of the expression that Ireland was 
a separate fiscal unit. He acknowledged 
itin 1891. We all knew, and the right 
hon. Gentleman knew, because he was a 
well-informed man, the real condition of 
Ireland, but the bulk of the English 
people could not know that Ireland was 
overtaxed to the extent of two and a 
half millions per annum. But I need not 
go into those details now, and the House 
would not care to listen to me if I did. 
The Amendment complains of  over- 
taxation now, and that it will be 
undoubtedly enhanced by the present 
war. I differ from the hon. Member for 
Islington in believing that what took 
place at the time of the Union is no longer 
interesting. The 7th Section of the Act 
of Union was wholly ignored, or rather, 
was ruthlessly violated. At the time of the 
Union both Irish and English statesmen 


saw that it would have the effect of 
robbing Ireland by unfairly taxing 
her in the event of a war. The 


last Speaker of the Irish House of 
Commons, Mr. Foster, was the greatest 
fiscal authority of his time. For sixteen 
years after the Union we had in the 
English House an Irish Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to guard our interests, and Mr. 
Foster was Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for some time. He strongly opposed the 
Union for fiscal reasons, and | will just 
quote a sentence from a speech made a 
century ago which is applicable at 
the present time. Mr. Foster said that 
Mr. Pitt wanted the Union not from 
any desire to reform the Irish Constitu- 
tion, but in order to take the guardianship 
of the people’s purse out of the hands of 
the Irish representatives, so that Ireland 
might be unfairly taxed in the event of a 


war. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. Pitt attempted to buy and stop 
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| Mr. Foster’s mouth by writing a letter, 
which I have seen, attempting to bribe 
him with the offer of an English peerage 
in order to get his vote. I will 
not say more about the Act of Union 
except this. The object of the seventh 
section of the Act of Union was that the 
National Debts of the two countries before 
the date of the Union should be kept 
separate, and that Ireland, in matters of 
taxation, should be treated with considera- 
tion and with an absolute regard to her 
ability to pay taxes, and that in the event 
of a surplus from Irish sources it should 
be expended upon Irish purposes.  [ 
would implore the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer not to rely on the authority 
of Mr. Gladstone (as did the First Lord of 
the Admiralty in 1870) for supporting 
the present financial system between 
England and Ireland. The First Lord 
of the Admiralty wrote an _ article 
upon the subject in the Contemporary 
Review, and Mr. Gladstone, speaking on 
the merits of the article, said that Ireland 
loudly and bitterly complained _ that 
England had failed to deal justly with 
her, and that after some inquiry into a 
very intricate subject he was compelled to 
agree. When the income tax was first 
imposed in 1853 the great majority of 
the people voted against it through thick 
and thin, and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer knows that this tax will not be 
cheerfully paid. We know that Ireland 
has been mercilessly robbed under the 
Act of Union. The truth is that the 
Government enforce the Act of Union 
when it tells against Ireland, and ignore 
it when it is in her favour. The passing 
of the 7th Article of the Act of Univn 
arranged that Ireland should have separate 
taxation, and should be separately con- 
sidered, and above all, that the pre-Union 
debt of four hundred and fifty millions 
should never be charged to Ireland. It was 
only owing to the insertion of that article 
that the Act of Union was carried even 
in the bribed Parliament of that day. 
What followed! The amalgamation of 
the Exchequers took place when Ireland 
had a public debt of only 28 millions, and 
one million of a rent charge, while England 
at the same time had a debt of 450 
millions, with 17 millions of a rent charge. 
An hon. Member tells us that Parliament 
had a perfect right to repeal the 7th 
Article of the Act of Union; but the Act of 
Union was more than an Act of Parliament. 
The Act of Union was a treaty between 
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two great contracting powers, between 
two nations. I will not trouble the House 
with the details of it, which are well 
enough known already. But we must 
recollect how the Act of Union was 


carried as between one legislature and | 
Mr. Pitt was fully alive to this. | 


another. 
He was asked what guarantee would be 
given by the House of Commons, on the 
2ist April, 1800, that the provisions of 
the 7th Article of the Act would not 
be violated. 
strictures were. In his loftiest style he 
said: “If I were asked, ‘ What security 
would you give to Ireland for the 
performance of the 7th Article?’ I 
would answer, None; the liberality, the 
honour, and the love of justice of the 
people of Great Britain have never yet 
been found deficient.” I say, “Go and 
tell that to the Boers!” O'Connell in 
1843 characterised the Union as “a gross 
financial swindle,” and said that if his 
advice, as a lawyer, were asked in regard 
to a proposed partnership between a man 
owing 21 millions and a man owing 450 
millions he would be inclined to say to 
the attorney, “Is our poor client on the 
way to a lunatic asylum?” This over 
taxation of Ireland will be protested 
against with the vigour of one voice and 
ove party acting together in unison. It 
will be raised again and again, because 
this Act of Union, under which this 
wrong and injustice has been perpetrated, 
is an unconscionable wrong so great that 
the gentlemen wio committed it would 


disgrace the dock of the Central Criminal 


Court. In season and out of season we 
shall protest against this malicious wrong 
ill it be righted, for we believe that our 
efforts have the sympathy of the world. 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): I hope 
my hon. friend will not press this motion 
to a division, especially when I remind 
him of what took place last year. He is 
perfectly well aware that Members on this 
side of the House join with him and his 
colleagues in this matter. He will 
recollect that there is one thing 
hoth he and his opponents were care- 
ful to insist upon, namely, that there 
‘hould be nothing done to put us ina 
lefinite position, and when it was pro- 
nosed that the matter should be brought 
ip again we were all anxious that it 
should not be brought up in such a way 
is to imply a vote of censure. Under 
hese circumstances, and seeing what took 


{9 Fepruary 1900} 


We know what Mr. Pitt’s . 





1086 


place then, I would put it to my hon. 
friend not to go to a division on this 
| matter this evening, for the simple reason 
| that we feel it is absolutely necessary to 
go into the other lobby. He knows that 
since this session began there has been 
proposed a vote of censure on the Govern- 
ment in connection with this war. He 
knows that even this Amendment is mixed 
up with the war, and as soon as any men- 
tion of the war is made in an Amendment 
I for one would vote against it. If the 
matter is deferred till a time when a vote 
van be taken without implying censure on 
the Government, hon. Members opposite 
will find that I and my colleagues in 
Ulster have not changed our minds. I 
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think the discussion that has taken 
place has served a_ good purpose. 
It is necessary to keep the ball 
rolling. As to what has been said by the 


hon. and learned Member for South Done- 
gal, it was largely a repetition of what 
has gone before; at the same time that 
is no reason why the matter should not be 
brought up again and again. The desire in 
the heart of everyone in the Committee 
toom upstairs was that Irish Members 
should all act together. Moreover, after 
what has been said by the hon. Mem- 
ber, the leader of the Irish Unionist 
party, for whom our estimation is miles 
higher than before, I ask my hon. friends, 
for the sake of Auld Lang Syne, not to 
press the Amendment to a division, but 
reserve it for another and more con- 
venient season, when Unionist Members 
from Ireland can support it with- 
out joining in a vote of censure on the 
Government. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I had not 
intended taking part in this debate, but 
after the speech of the hon. Member 
for East Down I think I should offer 
some answer to the remarks he has 
made. Considering the past relations 
between us and the Members for whom 
he speaks, it would scarcely be courteous 
on my part unless I made some answer. 
I will endeavour to explain in a 
few sentences how the matter presents 
itself to my mind. I believe that a 
great many Members are deterred from 
taking part in these debates by the idea 
that this is a very difficult and complicated 
question, and that in order to understand 
it it is necessary to study deeply the his- 
tory of the past, and to pore over the 
Ninth Day. 
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evidence contained in bulky Blue-books. | gave the House. During the period when 
I do not take that view at all. It seems | the taxation of Ireland was doubled and 
to me in essence a question that is | that of England diminished the pauperism 
easily and simply understood. An hon. | of Ireland increased from 294,000, or 54 
Member opposite has told us that he} per thousand of the population, to 
has read every word of the evidence given | 536,000, or 105 per thousand of the 
before the Royal Commission, but I) population, and during the same period 
must say, without meaning any dis- | the prosperity of England increased and 
respect to him, that if he has done | the pauperism of England diminished by 
so he has exhibited a lamentable ignorance | one-half. These figures, to my mind, are 
of the question as it presents itself to us. | extraordinary in their significance, and I 
Here is a treaty made between two nations | say there is no answer to the judgment 
on certain terms. One of those terms is, of the Royal Commission that Ireland is 
that the Irish nation, one of the parties to | to-day taxed beyond her relative capa- 
the treaty, was never to be taxed beyond | city to bear taxation. If that be so, 
her relative capacity to bear taxation.|I say that the only answer left to 
Ireland under that treaty, or Act of Union, | you is arepudiation of the Act of Union, 
was to contribute to the Imperial expendi- | and I say it is a serious question for the 
ture only in proportion to her resources. | Unionist party to take up that position 
The hon. Member for the Thirsk Division | on this question. I do not intend to delay 
quoted two or three words from the | the House further than to say that this 
seventh article of the treaty, and put a question has now been before the country 
construction of his own upon it, but if | and Parliament for several years. [admit 
anybody is uncertain as to the meaning | in the frankest and fullest way that the 
and wants to interpret that article, surely | Irish Unionist opinion is on our side in 
the reasonable thing would be to go back | this matter. The right hon. and gallant 
to the declarations of English statesmen at | Member who leads the Irish Unionist party 
the time when the treaty was made. Mr. | in this House presided at a conference of 
Pitt, Lord Castlereagh, and other English- | Irish Members held upstairs, and with one 
men at the time declared that the meaning | or two exceptions the Irish Unionist Mem- 
of that seventh article was that Ireland | bers were in thorough sympathy with our 
should never be taxed beyond her relative | demands, and up to a certain point they 
taxable capacity, and Lord Castlereagh , gave us considerable assistance. But 
stated that the ratio of Ireland’s contribu- | what has happened ¢ We have argued 
tion must ever correspond with her this question and they have argued it. 
relative wealth and prosperity. There-| We have had full-dress debate after full- 
fore the question is quite a simple one, | dress debate. But have we got any 
and all these speeches going into| further? Sir, we have not advanced one 
elaborate details are beside the issue. | single inch. I had almost said we had 
The question is a simple one, and it is | gone back, in spite of the help the Irish 
this—it has not been denied by the Chan- ; Unionist Members opposite have given us 
cellor of the Exchequer and the First in making effective debates and arguments. 
Lord of the Treasury that under the Act | upon this question. Now, what are we 
of Union Ireland is only entitled to be | to do under the circumstances? We are 
taxed according to her relative taxable driven back to the old position which we 
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capacity. The plain issue therefore is, 


is she taxed more than she ought to be, | 


and beyond her taxable capacity, and 
if she is, are you going to repudiate 
the treaty of Union ? 
tion as to whether Ireland is taxed 
beyond her relative capacity there cannot 
be any doubt. The Royal Commission 
found she was, and that since 1753 the 
taxation of Ireland has been doubled, 
whilst the taxation of England has been 
largely diminished, and nobody who 
heard the speech of the hon. Member 
for West Islington could fail to be 
struck by the extraordinary figures he 
Mr. John Redmond. 


Now, on the ques- | 


‘always in the past adopted when we 


wanted to force a remedy for any griev- 
ances upon this House. We have tried 
argument, we have tried appeals coming 
from a practically united Ireland, and we 
have failed. What are we todo? The hon. 
Member for East Down says everything 
on this question has been heard on both 
sides, but I argue that from time to time 
the question ought to be brought up again, 
and we ought to have more full-dress 
debates. Does he not know as a practical 
man that by such proceedings we would 
not advance our case a single inch in our 
lifetime ? 
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Mr. RENTOUL: Will pressing the | 


matter to a division now advance it ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: As a practi- 
cal man the hon. Member must know that | 
the only chance we have of bringing this | 
question to a successful issue is to make 
it a troublesome, and, if possible, a 
dangerous question for every English 
party which may be in power to ignore 
and despise. I[ therefore take the view 
that this question must be pressed upon 
the attention of the House of Commons 
and the Government, and not by a series 
of full-dress debates only. I think the 
proper action for us to take is to press it 
forward on every stage of the Budget. 
It ought to be pressed forward at every 
stage of the Budget, and of course if we 
take that course our friends opposite 
cannot follow us, becouse they naturally 
would not take part in an attempt to 
defeat the Government on the Budget, 
and it seems, therefore, if we are to listen 
to the appeal made to us and fall in with 
the view now expressed, that we ought to 
take no really serious action upon this 
question in attempting to force it on 
the Government. I and my colleagues 
of this side are not content to let these 
full-dress debates go on and to leave the 
Government in peace. I am in favour of 
dividing on this question, because it will 
impress upon the Government that we are 
determined to take an aggressive and 
militant attitude on this question, and to 
make it a troublesome one in the future. 
Let me put this to the House. If 
this question is to be brought to a 
successful issue by an _ expression of 
opinion from the Unionist Members 
for Ireland, we have got that and will 
always get it, because, whether or not 
we divide, hon. Members such as those 
who have just spoken will not go back 
on their opinions, but will always say we 
are right in asking for a redress of this 
grievance. We shall not lose anything by 
their not voting ; we have got the value of 
their opinions. What we mean by going 
to a division is that we are prepared to 
take independent action, and to make this 
question a real trouble and danger to the 
Government on every possible occasion. 
T hope the hon. and learned Member will 
not think I have answered his appeal in 
either a discourteous or unreasonable 
way ; I have endeavoured to answer it in 
a frank way, and I hope the House 
will understand our position. 


{9 FEBRUARY 1900} 
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*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): It is not for me to suggest to those 
who take a different view to mine how 
best they may promote their view, but I 
very much doubt if any good has really 
been done to their cause by those who 
desire to follow the policy suggested by 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford in bringing forward the question now. 
I will not attempt to detzin the House 
at this moment, when time is so important, 
by dwelling on arguments used in past 
debates. It has been said again and 
again on either side that the whole ques- 
tion has been thoroughly threshed out on 
more than one occasion during the present 
Parliament, and I do not think we 
need go back to-night to the great 
principles that divide us upon these 
matters, and the arguments by which 
those principles are supported. But I 
demur entirely, and in a few sentences 
will state my reasons, to the view the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford has 
expressed, that the Act of Union requires 
that the taxation of Ireland is to be 
decided according to the taxable capacity 
of Ireland, and that any other method of 
dealing with the taxation of the country 
is a repudiation of the Act of Union. The 
Act of Union contemplated in the seventh 
article the union of the exchequers and the 
adoption of a common system of taxation 
throughout the United Kingdom. That 
was decided with the assent—which was 
a ready assent—of the representatives of 
Ireland in 1817, and ever since that time 
that has taken place which was laid down 
as the object to be attained in the seventh 
article of the Act of Union—namely, that 
the expenditure of the country should be 
defrayed indiscriminately by taxes upon 
the same articles in the two countries ; 
then comes the proviso, on which alone 
the case of the hon. Members opposite 
rests, “subject only to such exemptions 
and abatements as circumstances appear 
from time to time to demand.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman will forgive me for 
interrupting, but may I say that I inter- 
pret these words by the statements of Mr. 
Pitt and Lord Castlereagh. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I interpret 
the words of the Act of Union by the Act 
of Union itself. Parliament, long ago, as 
I have said, with the assent of the Irish 
representatives of that date, adopted this 
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equal system of taxation on the same, on Ireland on account of the war cannot 
articles throughout the United Kingdom ; | on any other ground create any injustice. 
and I hope with all my heart that Parlia-| to Ireland. The hon. Baronet opposite, the 
ment will not depart from that position.| Member for the Cockermouth Division 
I will not deal at length with this ques-; of Cumberland, spoke and _ voted 
tion of exemptions and abatements. I| against the war the other night, and he 
will only say that, as far as I am con-| will, no doubt, oppose taxation on account 
cerned, I accept the view laid down last | of the war as strongly as Members from 
session by my right hon. friend the First | Ireland ; but, assuming that the majority 
Lord of the Treasury in a speech which | of this House is of a different opinion, he 
has been very much discussed in the| will be in a minority, and he and his con- 
course of this debate—namely, that the | stituents will not have the faintest reason 
proviso, whatever it meant, had no| to complain of any injustice with regard 
reference to any periodical calculation | to the result. The only way, therefore, 
of the taxable capacity of different | in which this question, the expenditure on 
parts of the United Kingdom, whether | the war, is really relevant to the matter 
of Scotland or Ireland; or to any! of Irish financial relations is that, in the 
attempt based on such a calculation! opinion of the hon. Member for North 
to adapt the taxation in these countries | Dublin, if there should be—upon which 
on that basis. It simply referred to this,|in February I certainly express no 
that care should be taken, as care had | opinion—an increase of taxation on 
been taken for the previous 100 years in | account of the war. that increase will 
Scotland, that taxes should not unfairly | aggravate what he considers the present 
oppress individuals or industries in one | injustice to Ireland. I would just ob- 
country as compared with the others, | serve in passing that it does not at all 
That really in my belief was the inten-| follow, assuming there be injustice to 
tion of the framers of the proviso. That | Ireland in the present system, that it 
was the way it was understood for more would be aggravated by an increase of 
than a hundred years in Scotland, and it ; taxation. Hon. Members who have ex- 
was adopted in the Act of Union for Ire- amined this question know that a greater 
land from the Act of Union between! percentage of certain taxes, according to 
England and Scotland. All this notion , the calculations which have been made of 
of taxable capacity as connected with a | the true revenue raised in both countries, 
common system of taxation is, in my | is raised in Ireland, as compared with the 
belief, entirely an erroneous offspring rest of the United Kingdom, than of other 
from the report of the Royal Commis-| taxes. For example, suppose—hon. Mem- 
sion. Having said that much I will} bers will remember I am not in any way 
confine myself to an attempt to deal with | suggesting anything with regard to future 
what seems to be the object of this | taxation ; it is much too early in February 
motion. It is, no doubt—and the hon. | to do that—but suppose for a moment 
and learned Member for Waterford so | that it was necessary to raise revenue by 
indicated—a sort of preliminary skirmish | largely increased taxation on account of 
on a question of which we may expect to | the war, and that the whole of the increase 
hear a great deal in the course of the | was raised by direct taxation, certainly 
session, but it has also been raised, per-| that would not aggravate any injustice 
haps mainly raised, at the present time | Members from Ireland complain of ; that 
with reference to expenditure on the war. | must be admitted by hon. Members oppo- 
Hon. Members below the gangway oppo-| site. The simple fact is this— Ireland pays 
site object to the war, and they will|avery much less propoxtion of direct taxa- 
object, I do not doubt, to all expenditure | tion than she paysof indirect taxation, or of 
on the war, and from that point of view | direct andindirect taxation taken together. 
they are perfectly justified in opposing |I will give am instance from what hap- 
any proposals for increase of taxation on | pened lastsession. It was a small matter, 
account of war expenditure and in taking | but I had to increase taxation by some- 
such a course as they may think right | thing like £900,000 a year, and I increased 
and proper for resisting them. But if I| the stamp duties, mainly, if not entirely, 
may dismiss for a moment, by way of] on documents connected with Stock Ex- 
argument, the question of the require-| change transactions, and I placed an in- 
ments of the Act of Union, let me say | creased duty on wine. Now, was that an 
that the imposition of increased taxation | aggravation of the injustice to. Ireland ? 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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Mr. CLANCY (Dublin, N.): 


tainly. 


*Srr_ M. HICKS BEACH: Then why | 
did not hon. Members oppose it on that | 
ground? Upon the ground that it 
aggravated the injustice to Ireland there 
was not a single protest against the 
Budget of last session. 


{9 FEBRUARY 1900} 
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tions of the Royal Commission of the 
proportionate revenue of England and 
Ireland were based. What were the last 
figures presented to Parliament for the 
year 1898-997? The true revenue of 
Great Britain had _ increased to 


the (ueen’s Speech. 


| £108,837,000, the true revenue of Ire- 


laud had increased to £8,202,000. The 
true revenue of Great Britain therefore 


‘had increased by £19,500,000, or some- 


Mr. CLANCY: The more shame to 


Irish Members. 


*str M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
venture to suggest that Irish Members 
neglected their duty. 


Mr. CLANCY: It is an invitation to | 
us this session, and I hope we shall not | 


neglect it. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I should not 
have given the invitation if I had not had 
the promise already. I believe that hon. 
Members on that occasion did not neglect 
their duty, and I am convinced that if 
those who have studied this question had 
seen an increase of injustice last year they 
would have opposed the proposal on that 
ground. Let me say something more. I 
listened to the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Islington on this subject, to which 
he has given great attention. From his 
point of view the injustice which he 
holds Ireland has to complain of under the 
present system is a growing injustice. 
Very well. But, even if you deal solely 
with the question of revenue, it cer- 
tainly is not a growing injustice so far 
as the proportion of our revenue raised in 
Ireland is concerned. 
mission reported upon the figures of the 
year 1893-94. In that year it was caleu- 
lated that the total true revenue raised 
was £89,286,000 and the true revenue 


raised in Ireland £7,558,000. They re- | 


ported that the proportion of the total 
revenue raised in Ireland was, I think, 1 
in ll. Since that time that proportion 
has been steadily diminishing. 


The Royal Com- | 


thing of that sort, and the true revenue 
of Ireland by about £650,000. Although 
it is premature to give figures with 
regard to the outcome of the pre- 
sent year, I am _ convinced from 
what I have already seen that the in- 
crease in the true revenue of Great 
Britain is likely to be at least £4,000,000 
more than that of the year 1898-1899, 
while the increase in the revenue of 
Ireland may possibly be £250,000. The 
result is this—that whereas the Royal 
Commission reported that the proportion 
of the revenue of the United Kingdom 
raised in Ireland was one in eleven, it now 
comes to something like one in fifteen. 
What is the answer of the hon. Member for 
Islington ? He says the wealth of Great 
Britain has enormously increased, and 
that the wealth of Ireland has diminished, 
that Ireland is a poorer country than she 
was. With regard to the years I have 
quoted I entirely admit that the wealth of 
Great Britain has largely increased ; it is 
the fact that the main part of the great 
increase in revenue in Great Britain to 
which I have referred has arisen from 
increased direct taxation levied since 
1893-94, from the increase of the death 
duties ; but it arises also from an increase 
in the wealth of the country. Neither 
the income tax, nor the death duties, nor 
any form of direct taxation, can for a 
moment fairly be argued to press heavily 
on Ireland. The hon. Member says 
Ireland has become very much poorer 
since 1864; that is not my view. Asthe 
hon. Member for the Thirsk Division has 


already pointed out to the House, there 


has been a considerable increase since that 


‘time in the receipts from indirect taxation 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I do not) 
wish to interrupt the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but were those figures accepted by 
the Royal Commission? There were 
several suggestions as to making them 
more accurate. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I believe 


they are the figures on which the calcula- 


on dutiable articles in Ireland. There is 
no doubt about it, and why? Because 
there has been an increased consumption 


of those articles, some of which certainly 


are subject to less taxation than they were 
in that day. 


*Mr. LOUGH: On the whole the rate 


of taxation is more. 
Ninth Day. 
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that the rate of taxation on spirits is 


higher ; the rate of taxation on beer is | 


higher ; but does any hon. Member desire 
to reduce that ? 


*Mr. LOUGH: That is not the point. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, it is, 


and it is a very important point. There 
is not an hon. Member in this House who 


has suggested in the course of these. 
debates that the rate of taxation on beer | 


or whisky should be reduced. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
suggest it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon for not excepting him, but 
thatat any rate has not been the view which 
has been pressed on Parliament. The 
rate of taxation on tea has been very 
largely reduced, and yet the receipts 
from tea both in Ireland and Great 
Britain are unquestionably larger than 
they were at the date which has been 
mentioned. That is a proof, and _ if 
the rates of duty on beer and _ spirits 
are higher, the increased consumption 
of beer and spirits is even more a 
proof, not of increased poverty, but of 
increased means on the part of the 
nation. Whenthe hon. Member for West 
Islington puts before the House an in- 
crease in the number of paupers in Ireland 
during the last forty years as an irrefu- 
table argument in favour of his contention 
that Ireland is poorer now than she was 
then, is he really ignorant of the enormous, 
and I think most unfortunate, change in 
the system of Poor Law administration 
in Ireland, which has spread out relief 
over the whole of the country, whereas at 
the time to which he referred it was, 
comparatively, hardly known at all ? 


*Mr. LOUGH: I have compared the 
years 1894 and 1898. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, 1864. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I beg your pardon. 
The right hon. Gentleman does not do 
me justice. I first took the years 1864 
and 1894, and then the years 1894 and 
1898. The system was _ thoroughly 
established in 1894, and I showed that 
the proportionate increase was far greater 
between 1894 and 1898 than between | 
1864 and 1894. | 





{COMMONS} 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: It may be| *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


‘There are three 
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I do not 
| agree with the hon. Member ; I do not 
'think the system was _ thoroughly 
| established in 1894. I am afraid it has 
| been increasing since and is increasing 
still ; but what I have said is at any rate 
a complete answer to the statistics in 
regard to 1864. But the hon. Member 
went on to say that the income-tax in 
1898 produces less in Ireland than 
it did in 1894. Does he not think 
there may be some reason for that besides 
the decrease in the wealth of Ireland? 
reasons, to which | 
think some importance may be attached, 
as they certainly make the income tax 
apply more leniently to Ireland than to 
the rest of the United Kingdom. One 
reason is that there has been a consider- 
able extension of the system of exemptions 
and abatements in favour of the smaller 
incomes, which necessarily must form a 
larger proportion in Ireland than in 
Great Britain of the whole amount on 
which income-tax is charged. Another 
is that there has been, I have no 
doubt, in those four years no inconsider- 
able increase in the number of small 
proprietors in Ireland, and every increase 
of that kind would relieve a man from 
income tax. When the estate of a large 
landowner is sold to his tenants, a pro- 
perty which formerly paid income tax 
tends to become free from it. That has 
been, I have no doubt, a factor of some 
importance of late years in Ireland. 
Another point in which Irish owners of 
property subject to income tax have an 
advantage over owners of such property 
in the rest of the United Kingdom is that 
in Great Britain the owner of such pro- 
perty is assessed at the rent which he 
receives from it, while in Ireland, what- 
ever rent he receives from it, he cannot 
be assessed at more than Griffiths’s valua- 
tion—{An Hon. Memper: That is fre- 
quently more than the rent. |—and if that 
valuation is more than the rent he canclaim 
to be assessed at the rent which hereceives. 
I am sorry to say it is a game of “heads I 
win and tails you lose,” and the net result 
is that the income tax payer in Ireland is 
certainly assessed on the whole more 
favourably for himself than he is in Great 
Britain. As the hon. Member raised 
these points, I thought it well to put 
before the House something which I 
think deserves consideration on the other 
side. But I must now turn to a view of this 
case which I know is very distasteful to 
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hon. Members opposite ; but I hope, as we 
have listened very patiently to accusa- 
tions of cheating, robbery, fraud, and 
everything of that kind, with regard 
to this matter, they will hear me 
patiently. I have never been able 
to see the justice of dealing with taxa- 
tion, as my hon. friend the Member for 
the Thirsk Division put it, on Separatist 
lines, and dealing with expenditure on 
Unionist lines. If you are to deal with 
taxation on separatist lines, you must also 
consider expenditure on the same lines. 
That brings me directly to the set-off 
which I know hon. Members opposite 
below the gangway never condescend to 
consider in respect to this matter. There 
have been for many years now returns 
annually presented to Parliament show- 
ing what is expended out of the imperial 
revenue in the different parts of the 
United Kingdom for local purposes. na 
Hon. MemBer: They are not correct.} ! 
know the hon. Member thinks they are 
not correct; I know it has been said in 
the course of this debate that some of the 
local expenditure in Ireland ought to be 
included among Imperial expenses. For 
instance, the hon. Member for North 
Dublin told us, although he dealt with 
Irish revenue on Separatist lines, that it 
was absurd to charge against Ireland the 
charge for collecting that revenue. 


Mr. CLANCY: Certainly, because the 
Act of Parliament says so. 


*Sir_ M. HICKS BEACH: And he 
went on to say that so far from being 
content with the suggestion which the 
First Lord of the Treasury made last 
year, and I think made rather generously, 
that only half the cost of the Irish con- 
stabulary ought to be counted as an 
Irish local charge, he thought none of the 
cost of that constabulary ought to be so 
accounted. In other words, that Irish- 
men ought to keep the peace at no cost 
whatever to themselves. 


Mr. CLANCY: You undertook the 
cost of keeping the peace in Ireland as 
the price to be paid for the injury done 
to Ireland by the repeal of the Corn 
Laws. 


*Stir M. HICKS BEACH: No, I do, 
not follow the hon. Member in that | 
argument at all. If you are to estimate | 


these local charges fairly in the different | 
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portions of the United Kingdom, you 
must make in each part a fair charge for 
the ordinary cost of keeping the peace. 
I have never been able to believe that 
under any system of Home Rule the 
cost of keeping the peace in Ireland 
would be less than it is now. [‘ Oh, oh!”] 
I feel that that is an unpopular opinion, 
and I do not want to press that point ; 
but at least it must be admitted by hon. 
Members below the gangway that it 
would be advisable to have some police- 
men, and if they have policemen they 
would have to pay for them, and there- 
fore there would have to be a charge 
against Ireland. The hon. Member for 
North Dublin told us that a good deal of 
this expenditure, besides that to which I 
have alluded, was expenditure which was 
forced upon Ireland, and that, at any 
rate, it was not expenditure which Irish- 
men, if left to themselves, would care to 
incur. I can only say with regard 
to such matters as the educational 
charge and charges for other things to 
Ireland which are unquestionably local 
charges, I never remember, in all the 
years during which I have had the 
honour of a seat in this House, any occa- 
sion on which Irish Members of all shades 
of political opinions did not cheerfully 
welcome any expenditure, and do their 
best to maintain that expenditure. I do 
not make any complaint of that at all; I 
merely point out that this is expenditure 
which they desire, and that, therefore, 
they cannot exclude it on the ground 
of its being forced upon them in cal- 
culating what are the local charges 
borne on the Imperial revenue. I 
suggested two or three years ago that, 
as I knew they questioned the way in 
which these accounts are calculated, the 
matter should be further examined by a 
Commission, which should endeavour to 
arrive at a fair adjustment. That sug- 
gestion was scouted by hon. Members, 
and I was told that it was a fraudulent 
device—a kind of term which hon. 
Members use rather freely on this subject. 
They would have nothing whatever to 
do with it, and, therefore, I can only 
rest myself upon the figures as they now 
stand. I will briefly state to the House 
how these figures have altered in recent 
years. Whether they rest on a fair basis 
or not, they may at any rate be used for 
the purpose of comparison with different 
years ; it was calculated upon the basis 
which has been adopted that in 1893-94 
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Ireland’s contribution to the Imperial | 
expenditure was not one-twentieth, as 

it ought to be if you accept that proportion 

for her revenue, but one thirty-first part 

only ; in 1897-98 that had decreased to 

one thirty-sixth, in 1898-99 to one forty- 

second, and this present year I believe it 

will work out at about one fifty-fifth. In 

other words, out of a total expenditure of 

£75,500,000—excluding the war expendi- 

ture—Ireland, for Imperial purposes, will 

pay nothing more than £1,375,000, and 

yet we are told that it is a gross in- 

justice, robbery, and fraud, if Ireland 

is asked to pay anything towards the 

expenditure of this great war. I do 

not wish to detain the House further. I 

have endeavoured to address myself to 

what I may call new matters which have 

arisen in the course of this debate. On 

other matters I have nothing to add to 

what I have already said in previous de- 

bates, and, as I fearthatthearguments which 

I have often adduced have not obtained 

the assent of hon. Members opposite, I 

have no greater hopes of converting them 

to-night. But this much I will say, as-I 

have said before, that I never will consent 

to anything which would do what was 

suggested by the hon. Member for North 

Dublin—place the rich man in Ireland in 

a better position with regard to the pay- 

ment of income tax than the rich man in | 
Great Britain, or place the poor man in 
Ireland in a better position with regard 
to his tea and tobacco, his beer and his 
spirits, than the poor man in great 
Britain. 


Mr. CLANCY: That is what the Act 


of Union says should be done. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I absolutely 

deny that proposition. I absolutely deny 
that the Act of Union said or intended 
anything of the kind. It would be a 
gross injustice to the population of the 
United Kingdom as a whole; and I 
believe that our present fiscal system, if 
it were fairly looked at, even by hon. 
Members opposite, apart from the will- 
o-the-wisp light of the Report of the 
Royal Commission, would be found to be 
as fair and as equitable as any which 
exists in any country in the world. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, although 
I have always regarded him as a stern and 


severe taskmaster in English politics, and | 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 
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though he has always taken a strong line 
in rebutting our arguments, I have never 
regarded as personally unfriendly to 
Ireiand. On the contrary, I have always 
believed, from the time when he was 
Chief Secretary, he would like to do 
something for Ireland, for, unlike some 


the Queen’s Speech. 


past Irish Secretaries, some of his 
knowledge still sticks to him. He has 


divided his present argument into three 
branches. He first scouted our argument 
on the Act of Union, and then he treated 
us to an examination of the figures based 
on our being Lancashire or Yorkshire. 


And then the third branch of his 
argument was: “Even granted that 
you are not Lancashire or Yorkshire, 


there is an Imperial set off of money spent 
in the country which suffices to repair any 
injustice.” I should first of all like to say 
two or three words on the historical argu- 
ment. I ask you when there is any ques- 
tion between any two countries as to the 
interpretation of a treaty, would you 
think it tolerable that the people in one 
country should be the sole arbiters 
of the interpretation and the construction 
of that treaty? You tried that on with 
Venezuela, and you said: ‘“ We have got 
the ships and we have got the men, and 
we will quarter up your country as we 
please.” That was your intention, but 
the United States would not hear of it, 
and said: ‘“ No, this is a dispute between 
two sovereign States, and it must be re- 
ferred to arbitration.” And when it was 
referred to arbitration, as in all cases 


_where England has been reluctant to enter 


upon arbitration, she got the worst of it. 
(Cries of “ No, no.”) It reflected a curious 
light upon the original reluctance to refer- 
ring the matter to arbitration if it is now 
satisfactory. Ireland claims — whether 
rightly or wrongly is immaterial for 
my argument—that the construction of 


this treaty is not a matter for 
‘one of the parties to it. That it 
was a treaty is unquestionable. It was 


made between two countries which were 


separated, and between two sovereign 
legislatures. I say nothing now as to how 


the Union was produced ; how all the un- 
bribed intellect of Ireland was against it, 
while, instead of there being thousands of 
voters as there are now in the country, 
the three hundred Irish Members were 


elected by a mere handful of votes. Well, 


now, is it a prudent thing for the English, 


'who at this moment are so strong about 


the observance of the London Convention 
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with the Boers—is it a prudent thing to | 


suggest that we shall not have arbitration, 
we shall not have a court of law, and we 
shall only have the British Treasury to 
decide as to this treaty? I say that that 


in itself constitutes a casus belli between | 


the two countries. Where is our remedy ? 
You say in the Transvaal, because taxes 
are piled up on the Uitlanders, “ We will 
go to war to redress that wrong.” You 
say you have a casus belli against the 
Transvaal. Kruger wanted to refer the 
matter to arbitration, and you refused. 
I say when there is a question of the con- 
struction of a treaty between two coun- 


tries we have a right to ask that the! 


matter should be referred to arbitration, 
and that we have a casus belliif you refuse. 
[An Hon. MEMBER: No, no!] I submit 
that, legally speaking, we have. Let us 
put it on lower ground than upon a dis- 
pute between two sovereign States. Let 
us suppose that we are all shareholders in 
a great international concern. Would 
you think it right that these shareholders 
should be denied access to the books, that 
they should be denied an audit, and that 
the books should be kept in the hands of 
a particular number of the directors ? 
Supposing there was a railway and a 
steamship company from here to France. 
Suppose that the Northern Railway of 
France was fused with the London and 
Chatham Railway, would you think it 


only have French directors, and that when 


the English directors demanded an 
audit the French directors should 


shrug their shoulders and refuse it ? 
But that is the position taken up by the 
right hon. Gentleman. The whole system 
is English ; the Treasury is English. We 
have not in the Government a single man 
to see fair play. The Irish Secretary is 
an Englishman or a Scotchman, which for 
our purpose is the same thing. The whole 
of the system is a British system, and we 
have no means of knowing how the books 
are kept ; and even if they were kept by 
the most honourable set of people in the 
world I say it is a monstrous state of 


things that those who contribute some. 


eight millions of money should be denied 
all access to the accounts. And then the 
right hon. Gentleman referred to the 
“true” revenue of Ireland. 


you to speak of the “true” revenue of 
Ireland, and why should you have to use | 
Is there a “ false” 
is | 


| 


the word “true”? 


revenue of Ireland? The reason 
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this: because you have so manipu-: 


lated the accounts of the three 
countries that you have absolutely 
erased and _ eradicated any means 


of ascertaining the true revenue of Ireland. 
You have abolished for your own purpose 
our Custom House, though a Custom 
House, even if there was not a separate 
fiscal system, would be an enormous 
value to us in showing what we exported, 
and so on; and if you enabled us to see: 
what butter we were making and what 
cattle we were exporting it would be like 
a pulsometer, and would act, at all events,. 
for registration purposes. But because 
this pulsometer or register or penny in. 
the slot system would act injuriously for 
your Treasury purposes the Treasury 
even deny us the few clerks necessary in 
order to know what merchandise we send 
away, and you decline to take any 
account of it. Even if the system be- 
tween England and Ireland were perfect 


then, for the purpose of quieting 
your conscience and showing — the 
world that we were getting fair 
play, would it not be well for 


you todo something. You may be the 
most admirable people in the world, but. 
you are as God made you and we have 
our suspicions of you. And, therefore, I 
say if it is only for the purpose of 
quieting your conscience, you ought to 


: zs ‘consent to submit this matter to some 
right that the joint company should | 


impartial judge. And then the right 
hon. Gentleman said that we absolutely 
refused, and scouted any suggestion of a 
further Commission to inquire into the 
question of set-off. For my part, I am 
always very cautious in referring to 
that question, and for this reason: the 
Irish party at the time was divided. 
Mr. Sexton, who behaved with so much 
credit to himself and so much advantage 
to his country on that Commission, was. 
no longer a Member of the House. The 


| Member for Waterford, the other mem- 


ber of the Commission, was acting with 
a small and separate party, and accord- 
ingly we were not in a condition to 
approach the Government on this ques- 
tion with any kind of a strong hand, and 
we did not feel in our then condition that 
it was a proposition which we were in a 
position to entertain. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: A meeting 


‘of the Irish Members was held, and 


there was an actual resolution passed 
Ninth Day. 
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0:1 the subject, with the hon. Member for | 
East Mayo in the chair. | 


Address in Answer to 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do not think I 
myself attended that meeting, though I | 
fully admit that it bound me, and accord- 
ingly with that resolution before us in 
our then somewhat distracted condition, 
I don’t think it was an unfair thing of 
those asked to consider the question of 
this Commission to take up an attitude 
of hesitation upon it, when they already 
had the verdict of another Commission 
in their favour and the new one was to 
be manned to reverse or discredit its 
findings. But, at the same time, I don’t 
think that the matter of what should 
he treated as Imperial and what should 
be treated as Irish expenditure should 
be entirely closed. Then let us see the 
nature of the set-off, which the Member 
for North Dublin handled so well yester- 


day. Take the present condition of 
Italy. It was determined, owing to the 


Triple Alliance, to keep up a certainnumber 
of regiments, with the result that every 
Italian peasant is ground to powder with 
extraordinary taxation, his bread and 
meat and salt being taxed, and practically 
there is no money in the countr7 but 
paper money. Is it any satisfaction to 


the Italian peasant to know that at 
Spezzia or some other great place 


armaments are being heaped up, and that 
vessels are being filled with gunpowder 
and cannon, when he is absolutely 
rendered penniless by this extraordinary 
system of taxation? All these war taxes 
are spent in Italy for guns, ships, and 
soldiers. But what is the set-off to a 
man who wants to put salt in his por- 
ridge if he knows that some 110- ton 
guns are being built? Therefore I 
say that though there is something in 
a set-off it can never be considered a 
complete answer to our argument. I 
might deal with it in this way: Let us 
suppose that Dublin Castle is filled with | 
rats, and that in consequence you have 
to find an extraordinary quantity of 
cat’s meat. Would you consider this 
Castle cat’s meat a set-off? No doubt 
for your own purpose you keep up this 
system of barracks, prisons, and _poor- 
houses, and then you turn round and say 
to us, “We spend so much upon our 
Militia, so much upon our Army, so much 
upon guns, police, county court judges,” | 
and so on throughout the whole of the | 
British form of administration in the | 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} ° 
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country. What satisfaction is that tous? 
What satisfaction is it to that person 


“the man in the street,” walking along 


Merrion Square, to know that there are 
four or five judges living there receiving 
£4,000 or £5,000 a year? What satis- 
faction is it to a man in Phoenix Park to 
know that there is a Lord Lieutenant 
there holding a levee who is _ paid 
£25,000 per annum, or that there are 
barracks on all sides at which a limited 
class of the population, chiefly lacies, 
find consolation? I think the set-off 
argument may be fairly pigeon-holed 
under the title of “the Castle cat’s 
meat.” If I were dealing with the 
question of set-off, I would like to 
divide it into two heads, reproductive 
and non - reproductive works. I be- 
lieve if you had reproductive works 
set going in Ireland like you have 
at Woolwich or Chatham, if you had in 
Ireland shipbuilding yards, I think then 
you might fairly say, “We will treat 
the wages as a set-off.” But salaries 
paid to judges as part of the machinery 
of oppression like policemen and soldiers, 
or the gunpowder kept for the collection 
of rent, I decline to reckon as a set-off. 
The right hon. Gentleman must not 
assume that we cannot conceive that, in 
certain circumstances, the question of a 
set-off might not fairly arise. What we 
do say is that the items he refers to are 
not a set-off. May I say one or two 
other words upon this question? The 
right hon. Gentleman, in the third part 
of his argument, asked us not to assume 
that Ireland must necessarily be taxed for 
this war. I would not expect any extrac- 
tion of opinion from him in advance upon 
that point, but could he lay his hands 
upon his heart and say that for the 
last hundred years the Irish fiscal system 
has been a fair one to our country! I 
challenge him to get up and declare upon 
his financial conscience that that is so. 
He can see that it is a system which 
has destroyed our mills, exported our 
millers, levelled our distilleries, stopped 
our tobacco industry, ruined our weav- 
ing and flax growing, and turned the 
whole country into one vast grazing 
tract, of which the profits go into the 
hands of a few grazers, and I challenge 
him to show that it is a fair system 
He says that Ireland 
is not hit by indirect taxation, but 
I deny it. I say that every farthing 
which you exact from the country, 
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whether from stamps or whisky, to which | 
we have not given our national assent 
is robbery, and it is nothing else. The 
right hon. Gentleman says stamp duties 
are no injustice to Ireland. Is it no 
injustice to a man going into the Land 


court when he has to pay a shilling or | 


ten shillings as an initial proceeding 
to get justice? Is it no injustice 


to have to pay a tax upon the 
formation of a tiny company? Suppose 


we want to get up a company for the 


starting of any industry in Ireland, have | 


we not to pay the same rate of taxa- 


tion as if it were a company for the start- | 


ing of a gold mine in the Rand? It is 
the very same tax. Will any man tell 


me that it is the same thing to put a, 


stamp on the formation of a colliery as to 
put the same stamp upon the formation 
of a company to start a little cloth mill 
in Ireland? Our industries require, to 
some extent at all events, to be fostered. 
You do not even let them alone, and I 
deny, when you come to consider the 
relative question of taxation, that Ireland 
should be treated in the same spirit or 
temper as a country with vast mineral 
resources. He says: ‘ What is the harm 
of a tax on whisky ?” 
Gentleman asks : “Is anybody in favour 
of reducing the tax on whisky?” I 
am in favour of reducing the tax 


on everything. That is my answer. With | 


regard to this argument I would 
like to see fewer public-houses in the 
country, temperance — established, 
every man a teetotaler. Nobody would 
more rejoice at that than myself. But I 
deny, in a miserable country like ours, 


the proposition that alcohol is neces- | 


sarily a luxury. I believe tea may some- 
times be a greater luxury. Take a man 
working as a day labourer at 1s. or 
ls. 6d. per day. 
ina flannel jacket and get thoroughly 
soaked, and can spare twopence to have 


halfa glassof whisky. I wishhim joy withit, | 


and I deny that that twopence is a portion 
of his luxury. Ina country like that would 


it not be something if that man was able | 


to buy that for a penny !—{Laughter]— 


Or might he not buy a red herring or a | 
pound of bread with his spare penny? You | 


may say he would have two glasses, and 
then the British taxgatherer suddenly 
becomes a temperance philanthropist. 
I deny altogether the proposition that 
British philanthropists and taxgatherers 
have a right to say, “We will keep the 
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| due to outdoor relief. 


The right hon. | 


and | 


Perhaps he may work | 
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tax on whisky.” Tax beer similarly to 
whisky, and then we will talk to you. 
How long does the right hon. Gentleman 


‘think he would occupy his honourable 


office if he taxed beer as he does whisky ? 
The right hon. Gentleman also used this 
argument with regard to paupers—I never 
will be a statistician, I can Ladly add up 
figures, and I never will set up as an 
authority on finance—he says, with regard. 
to the argument about paupers used by the 
hon. Member for West Islington, whose 
calculations and work on this subject 
entitle him to the lasting gratitude of our 
country, that the figures since 1864 were 
That is a terrible 
condemnation of the system on which the 
workhouses were conducted in Ireland, a 
system under which a man was compelled 
to leave his wife and family instead 


of getting sixpence or a shilling 
on the English system. I do not 
credit that argument. It is true in 
recent years, no doubt, there has 


been some increase in the system of out- 
door relief, but I cannot gather, nor will 
I admit that it is the fact that the 
increase of pauperism can be attributed 
to that. What is the answer? Does he 
consider that lunacy is pauperism ? How 
is it that lunacy has increased in the 
country ? Lunacy to an enormous extent 
has increased. I have seen calculations. 
showing that if you take the statistics of 
lunacy in America, they show that lunacy 
has increased more largely among the 
farming and agricultural elass than in any 
other class in the United States. “Farm- 
ing must always be a bare business,” was 
a saving of the late Mr. Biggar. When 
you have to meet your rent half-yearly or 
yearly, and the anxieties connected with 
the farm—whether the weather is good 
or bad, whether your flocks and herds 
will bear in a prolific manner, whether 
the blight will visit your potatoes or not 
—all tend necessarily to make the 
business of a farmer in a country with an 
uncertain climate a more anxious life than 
almost any other business or occupation. 
Now nine-tenths of the population of Ireland 
are farmers, and this extraordinary increase 
in lunacy, in my judgment, is due to the 
fact that it has an agricultural population 
of this kind. Is it fair to tax an agricul- 
| tural population in the same way as you 
|tax a mining or a textile population ? 
| Why not put all your taxes on coal ? We 
| have no coal, practically speaking, in 
Ireland. Would you think that fair ?. 
Ninth Day. 
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Would you think it fair to put all your 
taxes on iron or on cheese ? The English 
eat all the cheese. Would you think it 
fair if all the staple English industries 
were picked out and the other industries 
were left alone? I admit there are 


enormous difficulties in arriving at a just | 


system of taxation for the English people. 
I think anybody in the position of the 
right hon. Gentleman must have anxious 
nights, even on the question of England 
alone. What is his burden, then, when he 
has todo justice between this enormously 
rich country, on the one hand, and this 
enormously poor country on the other, 
who are the two last partners that should 
ever have been brought together’? I 
venture to think that if the statesmen of 
the Union had to solve the problem they 
had to consider one hundred years ago in 
ithe light of what has happened, the fiscal 
union of the two countries would be 
the last thing they would propose. 
Why is Ireland taxed when the Isle 
of Man and the Channel Islands are 
‘left out? Do you think you would 
promote loyalty in the Isle of Man by 
putting 10s. 6d. on their whisky 4 What 
becomes of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s statement when he said 
““T will never be a party to letting the rich 
man off in Ireland, or giving the poor man his 
heer and tobacco cheaper in [reland than in 
England ” ? 
What is the mystery about the Isle of 
Man? Why do not they pay’? They 
have a separate Parliament, they have 
separate wealth, and they are wealthier 
than we are, and yet they do not pay a 
single shilling to this Imperial fund. 
Then, again, Jersey is at your doors. It 
sends you flowers and new potatoes, and 
yet it does not pay a single penny. Is 
not that a sad thing for us to contemplate 
in the unhappy position in which we are 
placed. Last of all, look at your great 
.and glorious self-governing colonies. You 
boast about the splendid contingents they 
supply for this war, but in 1883 there 
were New South Wales and Canadian 
contingents fighting against the Mahdi in 
Egypt while the Colonial Secretary was 
still at the Local Government Board. Do 
your colonies give you a shilling? Nota 
penny, but you tell us they have given 
these splendid contingents of men. Do 
not we give you as good contingents ? 
Why is it the Secretary of State for War 
will not tell us the proportion of militiaregi- 
ments from England, Scotland, and Ireland? 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is not confining himself to the question of 
the over-taxation of Ireland. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: I feel the justice 
of that observation, Mr. Speaker. When 
we are invited to consider the question of 
| “set-off” I think we are entitled to put 

the argument of “ set-on,” and when you 

‘think of the enormous assistance our 
country gives in the way of troops 
‘and physical contributions it is a matter 
that may fairly be set against the fiscal 
contributions to which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has referred. I entirely 
share the view of the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford when he said that 
we cannot abstain from pressing this 
No doubt we have 
had useful assistance from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite from Ireland, but, unhappily, Sir, 
the authors of the Union forgot, when 
they were giving us one hundred Members 
for the purpose of advocating the claims 
of Ireland with regard to taxation and 
legislation, that they would be divided 
into two parties, and that one of them 
would be an Irish party and the other 
practically an English party. I say that 
without any intention whatever of re- 
flecting on the patriotism of hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite, but for some reason 
or other—either the expectation of office 
or because they are connected with land 
—they ally themselves with one or other 
of the great English parties, and therefore 
to that extent the arm of Ireland in 
fighting this question is paralysed ; but we 
who have none of these expectations are 
bound to press the claims of Ireland irre- 
spective of English party considerations ; 
and when we find the British Ministry 
rejecting our arguments, refusing our 
demands, and refusing to submit this 
matter to the arbitration of a competent 
tribunal, we are bound to press it in a 
way perhaps more severely than hon. 
Gentlemen who sit on the other side of 
the House. These are the considerations 
we have to put before the House. They 
are founded on the Treaty of Union itself, 
and founded on the relative conditions of 
the two countries, and they may well be 
deemed worthy of consideration by any 
fair and impartial tribunal. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 77 ; Noes, 
200. (Division List No. 7.) 
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AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | Harrington, Timothy 

Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) | Hayden, John Patrick 
Ambrose, Robert | Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
‘Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) | Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Blake, Edward | Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling | Hemphill, Rt. 'H. Charles H. 
Caldwell, James | Hogan, James Francis 
Clancy, John Joseph | Holland, William Henry 
Commins, Andrew | Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | Jordan, Jeremiah 

Crean, Eugene | Kearley, Hudson E. 

Crilly, Daniel | Kilbride, Denis 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | Lewis, John Herbert 

Daly, James | Lough, Thomas 

Dewar, Arthur Macualeese, Daniel 

Doogan, P. C. Mac Donnell, DrM A(Queen’sC) 
Dunn, Sir William MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Engledew, Charles John M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) M‘Ghee, Richard 

Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) M‘Leod, John 

Fenwick, Charles Mandeville, J. Francis 
Ffrench, Peter Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Flavin, Michael Joseph Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Flynn, James Christopher Murnaghan, George 

Gibney, James O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Griffith, Ellis J. O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Allsopp, Hon. George | Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Cornwallis,FiennesStanley W. 











Archdale, Edward Mervyn | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baker, Sir John 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh. | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol | 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Soustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’sLynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
jutcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Currie, Sir Donald 
, Curzon, Viscount 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douylas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


| Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eidon 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sbury 


Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) | 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. R. Wm. 
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O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Pinkerton, John 

Power. Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Samuel J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tully, Jasper 

Williams, J. Carvell (Notts. ) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
AYES— 
and 


TELLERS FOR TAE 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 
Captain Donelan. 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstea |) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence, SirE. Durnine-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Llewellyn, Sir Dillwyn- (Swan 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. E. 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Camming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpvol) 
M-Calmont. Col. J. (Antrim,E, 
M‘Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 


Ninth Day. 
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Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. , Pym, C. Guy 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lhoyd(( ‘armarthen 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moss, Samuel 


Ridley,Rt. Hn. 


| Round, James 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | Royds, Clemence Molyneux 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

| Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 

| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse | 

Norton, Captain Cecil William | Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col. E.J. | 
| Savory, Sir Joseph 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) | 
. W. (Cheshire) | Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.(Bath) 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, 1 Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, R‘. Hon. Horace C. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Sidebotham, J 


Main question again proposed. 


IrIsH LAND ACTs. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): In rising 
to move the Amendment which stands in 
my name, I would wish that the duty 
had fallen on some other 
the Irish party more 
dealing with it, but the necessity for 
the Amendment is my apology 
occupying the time of the House in con- 
sidering it. Had it not been for the Tory 
party, I would not be moving this Amend- 
ment now. It was their opposition that pre- 


vented the passage of the Home Rule Bill, | 
and prevented the Irish land question, | 


instead of being discussed here, being 
settled by an Irish Parliament, which 
would understand it. 
that the land legislation passed in this 
House for Ireland has left out a 
great many tenant farmers, and has given 
them no claim to protection. Had the 
Home Rule Bill been passed we would 
not at this time be endeavouring to get 
our railway companies to acknowledge 
the demand of the Irish farmer to have 
his produce properly placed on the Eng- 
lish market. We are cut out in every 
respect by other nations whose railways 
are subsidised and encouraged by State 
funds. The Land Bill of 1896 was 
brought in with a great flourish of 
trumpets, but from my experience the 
Act has not fulfilled the expectations 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
| Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
| Richardson,Sir T. (Hartlepool) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
| Souttar, Robinson 

Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 


member of | 
capable of | 


for | 


I regret to say | 
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Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 


SirMatthew W 





| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


| 

| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 

| Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


formed of it. It was brought in by the 


right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
who, I regret, is not in his place to-night, 
and he said we might take it or leave 
it. There was one section in it which 
it was expected would benefit some 
of the tenants in Ireland. It was ex- 
pected that under Section 4 the estates in 
the Landed Estates Court would pass 
immediately on satisfactory terms to the 
tenants. I regret to say that the ex- 
pectation has not been realised, for the 
following reason. The Land Commis- 
sioners, who are not friendly to the 
tenants, state the value of the property 
that the tenants wish to purchase. In 
several cases they gave the bare value 
which it would be safe to advance, and 
when the matter came before the Landed 
Estates Court the judge said the sum was 
not sufficient, and unless the tenants were 
prepared out of their own private means 
to advance a_ certain amount in 
|addition to that stated by the Land 
Commissioners the sale fell through, 
and the property was allowed to fall 
into the hands of a grabber. That 
is a very unsatisfactory state of things. 
The Act of 1896 barely touched the 
fringe of the land question in Ireland, and 
left the vital points untouched. The 
question of town parks was not dealt 
with in that Act, although the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
stated the last time the Tory party were 
in power that there should be a popula- 
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tion limit of 2,009 to enable tenants to | 
enter the Land Courts. Again, the ev icted | 
tenants were not included in the Act of | 
1896, although during the last Liberal | 
administration a Bill to reinstate these 
tenants was passed through this House, 
but the will of the representatives of the 
people was frustrated by another Chamber. 

Next, the future tenants were not dealt 
with in the Act, and altogether there are 
about 5,000 tenants every year in Ireland 
who cannot enter the Land Courts. There 
must be 125,000 souls in Ireland that had 
no benefit from the Land Act of 1896. 
It cannot be said that the people of Ireland 
are very well treated or encouraged when 
you take into account the fact that the 
average number of them who leave home 
for foreign countries every year is 35,000. 
I submit that if the land laws were as 
they should be that state of affairs would 
not have existed owing to the splendid 
rule of England over Ireland. 


four millions of the best men and women 
of [reland havethad to seek foreign lands in 
order to make a living. No person knows 
better than the Attorney General for 
Ireland that the effect of a recent speech 
of the right hon. the Chief Secretary 
must have been to induce the Land Com- 
missioners not to grant fair rents. 
was a case in 
planted fruit trees at his own expense, 


hoping that in the course of time they | } 


would bring in some revenue; and the 
chief Land Commissioner increased the 
rent of that holding. It amounts to this, 
that whether the land is deteriorated, or 
whether it is improved, the landlord 
comes out best in the transaction. I 
hold that there is only one means of 


settling this question, and that is by a: 


Land Purenase Bill, and I would respect- 
fully suggest that the Government should 
take this matter in hand and settle it 
once and for all, The chief Land Com- 
missioner and the Sub-Commissioners 
cost the country from £80,000 to £90,000 
a year, and the worst of it is that nobody 
seems to be pleased. In Belfast in 
December last, out of. forty-nine appeal 
cases considered by the chief Land Com- 
missioner, in twenty-two the rents were 
raised, tw enty-four restored, and only two 
reduced-—of ‘course the farce would not | 
be complete without one or two reduc- 
tions. On the same day in six cases out 
of eight from Cory’s estate, the rent was | 
raised. In County Down in December | 
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It is a) 
terrible thing that since 1851 no less than | 


| a year. 


There | 


Armagh where a tenant | 
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| last, out of sixteen cases heard, thirteen 
| were thrown out, ‘and only three con- 
firmed. What is extraordinary is that 
the chief Land Commissioner never sees 
the land at all, but decides on the reports 
submitted to him. Considering the class 
from which the Land Commissioners are 
appointed, it is impossible that they 
should be impartial; and their decisions 
are not received with any confidence ; 
and under these circumstances the people 
of Ireland have become despondent. Some 
appeals have been no lessthan four years be- 
fore the Sub-Commissioners, and it was only 
after a number of questions had been put 
in the House as to when these appeals 
were going to be heard, that the Sub- 
Commissioners sat upon them. Between 
1891 and 1897 no fewer than 61,658 
appeals have been made, and it is not to 
be wondered at that every landlord 
appeals when he sees that the the tenant 
comes worst out of the transaction. The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland said, in ad- 
dressing a meeting at Leeds, after the 
passing “of the Land Act in 1896, what a 
great blessing that Act had been, and 
that the tenant farmers were purchasing 
their holdings to the tune of two millions 
Now, it would take from eighty 
to a hundred millions to buy out the 
landlords of Ireland, and at the rate 
mentioned by the Chief Secretary it 
could not be done under forty or fifty 
years, while in the meantime four millions 
would have been spent in salaries of 
land commissioners alone. It would be 
far better if a Land Purchase Bill were 
passed, and the question settled once for 


all. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): In rising to second the Amendment 
which has been proposed by my hon. friend 
the Member for South Monaghan, I may 
perhaps be allowed to say that I think 
in this debate the Irish Members labour 
under some disadvantage in not having 
the presence of the Chief Secretary in 
his place; and in saying that I would. 
like to say that we regret very much the 
absence of the right hon. Gentleman and 
the serious illness to which it is due, the 
news of which has caused serious pain in 
the House. We differ from the right hon. 
Gentleman on several topics, and some- 


‘times come into sharp collision with him, 
but in a case of serious illness such as this 
no one, I think, is more ready to express 
sympathy with his opponent than are the 


2T 


Ninth Day. 
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gentlemen who sit on these benches. | 
My object in rising to second this’ 
Amendment is not because I have any | 
special knowledge which would justify | 
me in intervening in this debate, but to 
give expression to sentiments which I 
know are entertained almost throughout 
the land of Ireland. I represent a large 
portion of Clare, where the bulk of the. 
people make their living out of the land, 
and as Member for such a district it is, 
not out of place that I should second this 
Amendment. The real and true solution 
of the Irish question is not to be found 
in any Land Acts in force at the pre- 
sent time, but in an occupying owner 
or peasant proprietor. Whatever other 
subjects have disappeared periodically the 
Irish land question has always been a 
source of contention and a subject of dis- 
cussion in this House. I have been here 
myself for something like seventeen 
years, and I never remember a_singie 
session during the whole of that time 
when the Irish land question did not 
crop up in the debates of this 
House, and did not occupy a considerable 
time. The same question has occupied 
the attention of Parliament and_ succes- 
sive Administrations ever since 1860, 
when the Irish Land Act was introduced. 
Down to the present the Irish land ques- 
tion has been a subject upon which Bill 
after Bill has been introduced in this 
House, and yet at the present time, in 
spite cf all these enactments, there is un- 
rest and agitation in Ireland, and dissatis- 
faction at the condition in which the land 
question remains. I have often heard in 
this House that the land question is 
settled. We were told it was settled in 
1867, and again in 1881, and again in 
1887, and we were told as shortly ago as 
1896 that the Act of that year put the 
finishing touch on all the Acts that had 
gone before. In spite of ail these addi- 
tions, much remains to be done in regard 
to the Irish land question, and the people 
have many legitimate reasons for com- 
plaint. In dealing with this subject of 
land purchase it is significant to observe 
that, although the land agitation of the 
past has not always received support from 
hon. Gentlemen’s constituents in Ireland, 
the system ef compulsory land purchase 
receives no more enthusiastic support 
than it does in Ulster, and that in itself 
should commend this matter to the 
Government, and urge them to take it 
into serious consideration. The Irish, we 


Mr. William Redmond, 
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are told, have been the spoiled darlings of 
Parliament. We have been told that no 
people have received such privileges as 
those given by the Irish Land Acts. The 
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| efficiency of the Land Acts depends upon 


one thing, and that is whether they are 
administered impartially and fairly as 
between landlord and tenant. Iam not 
going to make any sweeping charge of 
partiality against the agents who adminis- 
ter the Land Acts in Ireland, but. this 
much I do say—that the operation 
of the Land Acts in Ireland is 
such that it cannot and could not 
command the confidence of the tenant. 
Many of the Land Commissioners are 
gentlemen who no doubt intended to act 


as gentlemen, but it must be remembered 


that they have been drawn almost ex- 
clusively from the landlord class, or from 
that portion of the population which 
sympathises with the landlord class, and 
therefore they cannot be expected to 
mete out impartial justice between land 
lords and tenants; but whether they 
have attempted to do so or not, the fact 
remains that they do not retain the con- 
fidence of the large body of tenants who 
appeal to them, and that in itself is 
sufficient to cause unrest in the country, 
and to compel this question to be 
brought periodically before the House. 
Mr. Speaker, the system whereby rents 
are periodically fixed and refixed, cannot, 
in my opinion, be satisfactorily settled or 
taken as a permanent incentive to rea! 
industry. There is nothing in it to make 
the oceupiers of the soil really interested. 
I have noticed myself at different times 
where rents have come up to be refixed, 
the rents, instead of being lowered or 
instead of being confirmed, have actually 
been raised. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): The rents that 
have been raised are the rents fixed by 
the Sub-Commissioners in the second 
period. These have sometimes been 
raised on appeal. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: At all 
events they have been raised. What 
we want in Ireland is a_ system 
which exists with very _ beneficial 
results in very many Continental 
countries, and that is that the occupiers 
of the land, the tillers of the soil, shall 
be in reality the owners of the land upon 
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which they live. Thus placed they will 


be encouraged to renewed industry in the | 


knowledge that the more work they put 
into the land the more benefit will they 
get for themselves and their families. 
Now, Sir, the question of compulsory sale 
is no doubt a very difficult question. It 
involves the expenditure of a_ large 
amount of capital ; 
altogether impossible question, and not a 
question which has failed altogether to 
enlist the sympathy and interest even of 
English statesmen, is to be found in the 
fact that Mr. Gladstone himself, concur- 
rently with his Home Rule proposal, for- 
mulated a scheme of peasant proprietary 
in Ireland. That scheme failed, and no 
doubt surprised people in this country ; 
and a very strong protest was made 
against the embarkation of English 
capital to buy out the Irish landlord. 
The system which has 
been so disastrous in Ireland for so many 
generations is that which is the outcome 
of the government of Ireland by this 
country. It is the outcome of a system 
of confiscation practised century upon 
century by successive Governments in 
Ireland. We are told that the 
Irish occupiers of the soil are not 
to be trusted; and it may be urged 
that to embark an amount of British 
capital in reorganisation of the land 
system in Ireland would be to risk the 


loss of a large sum of money. But we 
can only reason by results. Under Lord 


Ashbourne’s Act down to the present 
time, as far as I can gather from the 
figures, between 40,000 and! 50,000 tenants 
in Ireland have, with the assistance of 
the State, bought under this purchase 
Act, and become practically the pur- 
chasers of their own land. The result 
has been most surprising to many doubt- 
ing Englishmen. ‘These 40,000 or 50,000 
tenants have met their engagements in 
the most punctual way, and not the 
slightest complaint has been made of 
their defaulting or failing to keep their 
engagements in regard to the repayment 
of the instalments advanced, while the 
change in their condition from tenants to 
owners has been attended with the best 
results to themselves and to the districts 
in which they lived. That being the 
result, so far, of the attempts made to 
create a peasant proprietary in Ireland, 
is it unreasonable to ask that the 
be extended ? We are 
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the amount of the purchase - money. 
That is not the real difficulty. I don’t 
believe that where a landlord is willing to 
sell and the tenant is willing to buy, the 
question of the amount to be paid i 
allowed to break down the negotiations. 
There have been difficulties and delays, 
hut in most cases there has been a settle- 
ment of the price and the conditions. 
What, then, is the difficulty in extend- 
ing the system of peasant proprietary, 
which so far has been a success? The 
real difficulty is what I must call the 
obstinate determination of certain land- 
lords in Ireland not to meet the wishes 
of their tenants in this respect; and 
therefore it is that in the recognition in 
Ireland and in the constituency of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone—as well 
as in the Unionist portions of Ulster 
more than anywhere else—of the system 
of peasant proprietary, it is absolutely 
necessary, to give it a fair chance, to exer- 
cise a certain amount of compulsion to- 
wards these unreasonable landlords. I 
think if we all live long enough we shall 
see the time when this Act will be un- 
necessary. Slowly and surely the idea is 
gaining ground amongst landlords in 
Ireland that it would be more satisfactory 
for themselves, and more beneficial to their 
tenants, to accept a fair price for their 


land. I ean understand the feeling 
of certain landlords who say “Well, 


this land has belonged to my father and 
my grandfather, and these acres have been 
in the family for generations.” I con- 
fess to a certain amount of respect for 
sentiment of that kind; but sentiment 
of that sort in the nineteenth or twentieth 


century must give way to the interests 
of the general community, and in 
obedience to public opinion. Take the 


case of the landlord with a large number 
of tenants. He may be an obstinate land- 
lord. The result is friction and agita- 
tion and disputes as to the amount of rent 
to be paid, and the consequent expense 
of going to the land courts. Would it 
not be very much better for the landlord 
to receive in hard cash the equivalent for 
his land? Would it not be very much 
better for the tenants in that district to 
become their own landlords, so that 
every additional turn they gave to 
the plough would mean more money, 
not for the landlord, but for them- 
selves ? How is this worked abroad? It 
is a pleasure to travel in France and 
Belgium, and to see the thrift and industry 
3T2 Ninth Day. 
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which the occupiers of the soil put into 
their work ; it is a marked contrast to 
visit Ireland and see the signs of discon- 
tent and unrest in the tenants, who know 
not whether their rents may be raised or 
what may happen to them. The paramount 
feeling in the breasts of the Irish people 
is that the land question is a deep-rooted 
grievance. Let this be remedied and that 
discontent will pass away. I believe that 
in this lies the solution of the Irish 
problem. We have had Act after Act 
passed, and legal machinery of the most 
complicated kind devised to meet the case, 
while vast sums of money have been ex- 
pended on litigation in Ireland, and yet 
the land question remains unsettled. This 
proves that dual ownership cannot settle 
it; and if you want to finally allay the 
spirit of agrarian agitation you will have 
to break up the dual ownership and give 
the people the absolute possession of their 
own farms. The late Mr. Parnell thought 
the solution of the Irish land question was 
to be found in the establishment of a 
peasant proprietary. That view has been 
consistently held by all prominent Irish 
politicians down to the present day. It 
is a view which has been gaining and 
gathering support day by day and year 
by year, until now it is not merely the 


{COMMONS} 


is a general feeling of uncertainty and 


representatives of the Nationalist party | 


in Ireland, but those of the Unionist and 
Orange parties in the province of Ulster, 
who urge Parliament to take it up. I am 
really tired of week after week and 
month after month receiving  com- 
plaints and letters and remonstrances 


on the subject from every part of 
my large agricultural constituency. 


First of all, their cases have been listed 
for so many months, and in some instances 
almost for years, and they have not come 
up for hearing. 
plain that the Commissioners sent down 
to value the land have been men who, from 
their antecedents, surroundings, and asso- 
ciations, they could not believe would do 
them justice and fair play. These reasons 
for discontent, whether well founded or 
not, come to every Irish Nationalist 
Member, and the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man opposite will be the last to deny that 
there has been a great deal of blocking 
and regrettable delay in connection with 
the matter. Whether the complaints of the 
personnel of the Commissioners and of delay 
are right or wrong, there can be no doubt 
that from one cause or another the people 
are unrestful and discontented, and there 


Mr. William Redmond. 


Then they bitterly com- | 
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irritation connected with the present 
Land Court and everything appertaining 
to it. For that reason we are entitled to 
come here and ask the Government to 
cut this knot once and for ever, to do 
away with these irritating legal complica- 
tions, to give the landlords whatever in 
the sight of Heaven is their due, and at 
the same time to establish the people on 
the soil and make them owners of their 
land. That is the first reason which 
impels us to bring this matter forward. 
The second reason is that we are entitled 
to demand that the people of this country 
shall make some serious effort to give rest 
and peace to our people. We are some- 
times described as being mere agitators, 
as men who thrive on discontent, and 
as being never happier than when voicing 
grievances in this House. I do not 
believe that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
sincerely believe that. It is a matter of 
the utmost displeasure to us personally 
to have to come here year after year and 
voice the eternal complaints of our agri- 
cultural constituents. It would be a 
source of infinite satisfaction and rest to 
us if a solution of this question was come 
to which would free us from the un- 
pleasant position of always seeming to 
complain. It is an irksome duty, but we 
are entitled to ask that the Government 
and the people of this country shall do 
something to restore peace and harmony 
to Ireland, which were driven from our 
shores when the present land system was 
first established. I do not for a moment 
say that the relations between landlord 
and tenant must necessarily be unpleasant 
and strained because the landlords are: 
mostly of one race and of one religion, 
while the tenants are of another. We do 
not, and I hope never shall, pay any 
attention to religion or race with regard 
to the landlords as long as they behave 
fairly. But this I do say, that it is proved 


in other countries, and in other times,, 


that where the dense mass of the tillers 


of the soil are of one race and of one: 


religion, and the owners of the soil, to 
whom they are obliged to pay tribute, are 
of another, the result is unsatisfactory 
and unpleasant for both parties. I say 
that, in common fairness and justice, you 
are bound to take some pains to remedy 
the result of your own misgovern- 
ment, and to give the people of Ire- 
land a system of secure land tenure. 


The expenditure of British credit would: 
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not he accompanied by any risk whatever. 
If you do this thing for the tenant 
farmers of Ireland they will keep their 
share of the bond honestly and fairly, 
and not a single shilling would be lost to 
this country. On the other hand, you 
would give peace and contentment to the 
agricultural population, you would relieve 
the landlords from an awkward and un- 
pleasant position, and before many years 
you would see the people of Lreland— 
naturally still devoted to the national 
cause, but increasing in thrift and 
industry, growing prosperous and well- 
to-do, simply because they would be the 
owners of their land, and upon themselves, 
not upon the caprice of a Land Commission 
or the generosity of a landlord, would 
depend whether they lived in comfort and 
happiness with their families on the soil, 
or whether they missed their opportuni- 
ties and went back to the system under 
which they have lived, unfortunately, in 
the past. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that the administration of the Irish 
Land Acts is not satisfactory to any class of 
Your Majesty’s Irish subjects, and that the 
only and permanent solution of the Irish Land 
question must be found in a measure providing 
for the general and immediate creation of an 
occupying proprietary in that country.’ ”— 
(Mr. Daly.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 


derry, N.): In the first place, I desire to 
join with the hon. Member for East Clare 
in expressing my deep and sincere regret 
that the Chief Secretary for Ireland is 
nnable to be in his place to-night, and I 
am sure the House will be glad to hear 
there is every hope that his absence will 
be but temporary. I do not intend to 
travel over the vast field traversed by the 
hon. Member for East Clare. The Amend- 
ment, as I understand it, although it does 
not expressly say so, means that at once 
and immediately a system of peasant 
occupying proprietary should be created 
by compulsory powers. I am not con- 
cerned to defend the Land Act of 1881. 
The mover of the Amendment said that 
that Act was looked upon as unsatisfac- 
tory by all sides; but, lest that asser- 


. tion might make any special reflection on 
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that Act, he expressed his belief that any 
Act that had ever been, could ever be, or 
would ever be introduced dealing with 
the same subject would not give satisfac- 
tion. Iam very much inclined to agree 
in that opinion. But those who have 
formed that opinion, and feel that it is 
almost impossible to construct a statute 
which will enable you to set up a satisfac- 
tory system for the purpose of compulsory 
valuation of rents, ought to hesitate a 
little before they see their way to set up 
a compulsory system of sale and purchase 
when the amount of purchase money 
must be settled by the very same agency 


which when applied to the settle- 
ment of rents is said to give 
no satisfaction whatever. If you 
cannot secure gentlemen _ sufficiently 


free from bias towards either landlord or 
tenant to be safely trusted to say what 
the rent of a particular farm should be, 
I do not know the process by which in 
the same country, dealing with the same 
classes, and having the same materials, 
you will be able to select gentlemen who 
will give satisfaction in settling the price 
of sale. It is not necessary for the pur- 
poses of this Amendment to enter into a 
defence of the Land Act of 1881, but it 
is only just and right that some mis- 
apprehensions and mistakes into which 
hon. Members have apparently fallen 
should be dealt with. The Land Act of 
1881 at all events sought to gain four 
great objects—first, to prevent rack- 
renting ; secondly, to prevent capricious 
evictions ; thirdly, to secure to the tenant 
his interest and improvements; and, 
fourthly, to secure free sale. All that 
the Land Act of 1886 purported to do 
was—not to offer a panacea for all the 
errors and mistakes in the Irish land 
system, but merely to extend the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1881 to persons who 
were within its spirit, but without its 
letter, to take further steps for securing 
to tenants the benefit of their improve- 
ments, and to facilitate purchase. The 
mover of the Amendment expressed his 
dissatisfaction with the operation of 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896. He appa- 
rently expected that that section would 
have the effect of transferring vast tracts 
of land from landlord to tenant. I do 
not know whence the hon. Member got 
the notion that the section had failed, be- 
cause it has been but a short time in 
operation, owing to a difference of view 
between those charged with its adminis- 
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tration. Those differences have been 
settled by the Court of Appeal, and since 
the removal of all impediments, 802 
tenant proprietaries have been created, 
and almost a quarter of a million of 
money advanced. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 
is the amount of the rental ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not know the 
exact rental. Objection was also taken 
to the statement of my right hon. friend 
in reference to the duties of the Commis- 
sioners when dealing with cases of wilful 
deterioration. 


act as an instigation to the Commissioners 


to refuse to fix fair rents where there | 


was deterioration. If the words of my 
right hon. friend arouse Sub-Commis- 
sioners to a sense of their duty to refuse 
to fix fair rents where they find there is 
wilful deterioration, can any friend of 
honest and fair dealing between landlord 
and tenant, and between man and man, 
but rejoice at that? There can be no 
greater piece of dishonesty practised by 
any man against his neighbour, or any 
person with whom he has relations, com- 
mercial or otherwise, than deliberately to 
deteriorate his land for the purpose of 
getting a lower rent fixed. It is a mean 
fraud, and while I am happy to think 
that it very seldom occurs, it is the 
imperative duty of every tribunal before 
which such cases come to endeavour to 
defeat the object of such a practice. The 
hon. Member in reference to the Appeal 
Court appeared to think that that court 
must necessarily be corrupt or inefficient 
unless its decisions were always on one 
side. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): They 


always are. 


either confirms the order of the Sub-Com- 


missioner or decreases the rent it is satis- | 


factory and proper, but the moment it 
increases the rent as fixed by the Sub- 


Commissioner it shows that it is either | 


inefficient or corrupt. That is not my 
opinion. There never was an Appeal 


Court which always agreed with the Court | 
I do not | 


from which the appeal came. 
see what the use of such an Appeal Court 


Mr Atkinson. 
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| would be. The variation of a.great many 


The hon. Member seemed | 
to anticipate that that statement would | 
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decisions may be accounted for neither by 
the corruption nor by the inefficiency of 
the Appeal Court, but by a greater 
amount of evidence being given and a. 


more satisfactory investigation being 
_made. Landlords, from. a very mistaken 


| view of their own interests, I think, very 
| often do not lay their case as fully before 
| the inferior tribunal as before the Court 
|of Appeal. That accounts for many 
instances in which appeals have been 
'made. It was also objected that the 
| members of the Appeal Court do not go 
| to the lands to view. That is quite true, 


| but the hon. Member is entirely mistaken 


in supposing that they necessarily and 
always decide upon the report of their 
own Court valuer. They have the reports 


|of the valuers of the parties ; they have 
| 


the report of the Commissioners who did 
value the land. With those reports, as 
corrected by the evidence given before 
them, and supplemented by the report of 
the Court valuer, it would appear to me 
that unless there is something more 
difficult than usual in fixing — the 
value of land they have the materials. 
before them on which they should be able 
to arrive at a correct conclusion. In 
reference to the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Clare, he has entirely mis- 
apprehended the observations of my 
hon. friend. On the whole, the reductions 
which have been made amount to close 
upon 40 per cent. on an average. The 
first reductions were 20°9 per cent., and 
the second reductions amount to almost 
the same. The rents which have been 
reduced have in no case been increased. 
On the contrary, they have almost 
invariably been reduced, the average re- 
duction being about 20 per cent. What 
has occurred is that where the Sub- 
Commissioners reduced the rent, on 
appeal the order made by the Sub- 





Commissioners as to the amount of rent 
has been raised. [An Hon. MEMBER: 


| What about putting an increased rent on 
| 


Mr. ATKINSON : If the Appeal Court | 
| did not know the hon. Member expected. 


tenants’ improvements !| I am sorry I 
me to be so very fully informed.on a given 
case as to give an answer to that question. 
All I can say is that both in the Act of 
1881 and the Act of 1896 ample provision 
is made to protect tenants’ improvements. 
Clause 8, Sub-clause 9, as the hon. Mem- 
ber knows, specially enacts that rent is 
not to be put on tenants’ improvements,, 
and if that course has been departed from 
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the Act has not been attended to. I have 
not sufficient cognisance of the case 
mentioned to know whether that is the 
case or not. I can hardly believe that if 
the case came within the section to which 
I have referred the Commissioner would 
have disregarded the provision of these 
different Acts. I pass from these 
matters to the broad question introduced 
by the Amendment, namely, the propriety 
of setting up at once and immediately a 
system of compulsory purchase and sale. 
Attention has not been directed to the 
vast and almost insurmountable difficul- 
ties that present themselves in carrying 
out any such scheme. In the first place, 
no such scheme would be at ail 
justifiable unless an overwhelming neces- 
sity required it. Even if it were de- 
sirable to adopt such a course it should 
be perfectly clear that it was practicable. 
First of all, is it necessary ? [“ Yes !”] 
Before you come to that conclusion it 
would be interesting for me to give to 
the House some few statisties in reference 
to the rate at which purchase is at pre- 
sent progressing. After all, the creation 
of a peasant proprietary is almost the 
favourite remedy of the Unionist party 


for the solution of the agrarian question | 


in Ireland. Under the Ashbourne Acts, 
1885 and 1888, £9,999,640 has been 
advanced to purchase 25,368 holdings. 
Under the Acts of 1891 and 1896, sales 
have been made to 25,100 tenants, and 
£7,947,580 has been advanced. In all, 
under those four Acts, 50,468 peasant 


proprietors have been created, and the | 


sums advanced amount to £17,940,220, 
or practically £18,000,000. Even that 
is not the most satisfactory feature, be- 
cause the rate of progress indicates 
clearly that still greater increases may be 
confidently looked for in the future. Con- 
trasting the years 1897-98 with the two 
previous years, we find that £2,201,223 
was advanced as against £1,200,000, 
while in the year concluded on 31st 
December, 1899, the enormous sum of 
£1,775,295, or practically £2,000,000, 
was advanced. Therefore the rate of 
progress has been such that the amount 


of money advanced in the one year 1899 | 


was almost as large as in the two years 
1897-98, and almost twice as large as in 
the two years 1895-96. There is no 
reason to apprehend that the amount 
of money available is not sufficient, by 
slow and steady progress, to create a large 
number of peasant proprietors. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Might 
, 1 ask the right hon. Gentleman if he can 


| give us any information as to how the 
instalments have been paid ? 


the (Queen's Speech. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not know the 
exact amount of money, but I think it is 
admitted that the purchasers under these 
Acts have discharged their obligations in 
a praiseworthy manner. I think we ought 
to remember that possibly the reason— 
and the principal reason—why they are 
punctual in their payments is because 
compulsory sale is not established. No 
person buys who does not wish to buy, 
and no person sells who does not wish to 
sell; and consequently we get willing 
purchasers who pay punctually and satis- 
factorily the sums they are bound to pay. 
I do not think hon. Members opposite 
have considered some of the enormous 
practical difficulties which stand in the 
way of carrying out the proposal con- 
tained in this Amendment, even if neces- 
sity called for it being put into operation. 
First of all this scheme of compulsory 
purchase—sale would be more accurate— 
must be reciprocal. If the tenant compels 
the landlord to sell, it should be possible 
for the landlord to compel him _ to 
buy. If it were otherwise, two or three 
tenants in the middle of a man’s estate 
might come into court and compel the 
landlord to sell to them their holdings, 
leaving the balance of the estate absolutely 
and almost entirely worthless, and inflict- 
ing avery considerable injury upon him. 
We all know in the case of compulsory 
sales under the Lands Clauses Act and all 
Acts of that character, sums far in excess 
of the actual purchase money of the land 
taken have been awarded to owners for 
consequential injury done to the surround- 
ing lands, although such lands still remain 
in the hands of the owner. So that it 
would be manifestly unjust if such a 
principle were put into operation, and it 
would be unjust not to make it apply to 
both landlord and tenant respectively. I 
do not know how ‘the tenants of Ireland 
would regard any proposition to compel 
them to buy when they did not want to 
buy; and even if they did regard it as 
satisfactory I do not know where you 
would get the material from to construct 
a tribunal that would award the sum to be 
paid to the satisfaction of all parties. One 
of the hon. Members who have spoken 
to-night has urged that the Sub-Com- 


missioners are unsatisfactory, and that 
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they belong to one particular class of the | 


community. All I can say is that the 
very utmost care is taken to select men 
who will discharge their duties satisfac- | 
torily. I must confess that there are 


a number of men in Ireland who are most | 
careless and reckless about the statements | 


they make. I think, however, we can look 
with confidence to the creation of an ade- 
quate system, by the free will, co-operation, 
and agreement of all parties. ‘This has | 
worked well up to the present and will work 
well in the future, because it is not forced 
upon them and they get only what they 
desire, and I believe this system will 
enable a vast number of tenants of Ire- 
land to become the owners of their 
holdings. On the other 
that a principle so novel and so wide as 
that indicated in the Amendment can- 
not be adopted. It would inflict the most | 
cruel injury and suffering on vast | 
numbers of proprietors. I cannot on 
behalf of the Government hold out any 
encouragement in regard to the adop- 
tion of the principles which have been 
advocated by hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


*Mr. PINKERTON : 


regrettable, considering all the changes 
that have been made, that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not been elevated to the 
judicial Bench, as the speech we have just | 


listened to gave evidence of most impartial | 


judicial balancing. I must say that 
while I deeply regret the absence of the | 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, I am not | 
sorry that it has given an opportunity to 


the right hon. Gentleman, who has, in | 


reply, ‘made the most half-hearted apology 
I have ever heard. We know already 
that a sum of money sufficient to buy out 
all the landlords in Ireland has been sunk | 
in the Modder River. We know that | 
every shell fired in South Africa 
delay a settlement of this question, and, 


therefore, it is all important that this sub- | 


ject should be settled as soon as_ possible. 


We are nearing the time when we must | 


face our constituencies, and the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he was not returned as an 
advocate of compulsory sale, at least | 
was elected as a very strong friend of it. 
I am glad to see the hon. and learned 
Member who represents East Down and | 
other Unionist Members in their places. 

With one solitary exception, in all their | 


{COMMONS} 


hand, I submit | 


After listening to | 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman I | 
came to the conclusion that it was most | 


will | 
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of compulsory sale in the front. I can 
|understand the delicate distinction 


| between compulsory sale and compulsory 
| purchase which has been drawn by the 
| right hon Gentleman, but why did he not 
draw that distinction before he was 
elected? We have brought Amendment 
after Amendment from this side of the 
House, and it has been pretty generally 
agreed that landlords should be com- 
pelled to sell when the tenants are 
willing to buy. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman said the Act of 1881 was in- 
tended to secure occupation and the 
right of free sale, but he cannot sit upon 
that bench ingnorant of the fact that 
the right of free sale has been absolutely 
ruined. I can quote evidence to show 
that the right of free sale has been 
destroyed because the landlord claims the 
right of pre-emption unless the tenant is 
willing to add an a sum to the 
annual rent, and in almost every case 
throughout the sll of Ireland where 
the tenant cannot clearly prove to the 
satisfaction of the Land Commission that 
it is an Ulster Custom estate the landlord 
prevents the right of free sale. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman said if we object to 
the machinery for fixing fair rents how can 
we hope to have a satisfactory settlement 
' of the question of compulsory sale? I am 
| prepared to say, without fear of contra- 
| diction, that upon a close examination it 
will be found that Head Commissioners 
represent one class, and one class alone. 
The only gentleman belonging to the 
Head Commissioners who is suspected of 
sympathising with the tenants is Mr. 
O’Brien, and if he is allowed to adjudicate 
in any case his decision is always over- 
powered by the majority of his colleagues. 
The right hon. Gentleman has alluded to 
/a number of cases which have been satis- 
factorily settled under the 40th section. 
I know the Act is working more smoothly 
now than it did some time ago, when 
| there was aconsiderable amount of friction. 
The right hon. Gentleman very fairly 
said that the landlords refused to come 
before the court of Sub-Commissioner and 
| give their evidence because they preferred 
| to reserve their evidence for a higher 
court. I think without any Act of Par- 
| lament, or without any attempt to intro- 
'duce a drastic remedy, the power rests 
with the Government to prevent such 
ev idence being given before a superior 
court. Inevery case neither landlord nor 


election addresses they place the question | tenant should be allowed to amend their 
| 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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case, and the evidence they have refused to 
tender in the first instance should not be 
allowed to be given in a superior court. 
Since the Local Government Act was passed, 
when the Agricultural Grant was dangled 
before our eyes, the landlords have all 
pocketed their share, but the tenants of 
Ireland have not benefited by one single 
farthing. No doubt if you try to carry 
a compulsory purchase measure it will be 
argued that you must give a certain 
bonus to the landlords. As I have pointed 
out already, in the shape of the Agri- 
cultural Grant, the landlords have received 
a bonus which I do not think, in many 
cases, they deserved. 
the appointment of Sub-Commissioners, 
I would ask hon. Members opposite, 
why should Home Rulers not have 
their feelings considered in this matter as 
well as Unionists? Can they not dis- 
charge those duties just as well 
as the followers of the hon. Member for 
South Belfast? I do not claim that they 
should be elected from the political party 
to which I belong, but as it is purely and 
simply a court of arbitration, [ say those 
Commissioners should be appointed who 
will command the respect of all the classes 
interested in this question. We have 
been trying year after year and session 
after session to have the Head Commis- 


sioners strengthened in such a way as to | 


inspire a certain amount of confidence on 
the part of the tenants. The right hon. 
Gentleman said no one ever expected that 
the Court of Appeal would agree abso- 
lutely and entirely with the lower court, 


but I noticed the other day that in the list | 


of cases in the Appeal Court nine-tenths or 
at least four-fifths of them were increased, 
and only a very small number—about 5 
per cent.—were reduced. That is un- 
doubtedly using the machinery and the 
powers put into the hands of those Com- 
missioners not to administer justice, but 
for the purpose of making the Land Acts 
palatable to the landlord class. It seems 
to me most remarkable that the Head 
Commissioners—who have no oppor- 
tunity of visiting the land—should 
act upon the decision of the Court 
valuers, who have simply taken a super- 
ficial view of the land in question, and 
who have had no opportunity of hearing 
the evidence given before the Sub-Com- 
missioners. ‘The Sub-Commissioners have 


not only the advantage of visiting the 
land, but they have an opportunity of 
corroborating or refuting other state- 
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ments made in the lower Court. The 
Sub-Commissioners, by examination, see 
clearly, and they have ocular demonstra- 
tion of the truth of the evidence given 
in Court and of sifting the evidence, and 
their opinion is better than the Court 
valuer who is sent out to examine the 
holding, and who has never heard the 
evidence. I can say, for my part, that 
no stronger argument can be advanced in 
favour of the abolition of the superior 
Court than that which has been put for- 
ward by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Attorney General, and I think they may 
very well ask to be delivered from their 
friends. There is another point, and I 
sympathise immensely with the landlords 
who are in that position. All these 
Acts of Parliament were unjustly framed, 
because no notice was taken of the mort- 
gagee. It is very hard, for instance, for 
a man whose rents amount, say, to 
| £5,000, £4,000 of which goes in pay- 
ments on mortgages and other charges, 
that the reduction should all fall 
on the remaining £1,000. That leaves 
a man in a very unfortunate position, 
and I think every Act of Parliament 
introduced into this House should be 
framed in such a manner that the 
mortgagee would have to bear a fair 
share of the reduction. I do not know 
why a mortgagee who has advanced 
money on land should be treated diffe- 
rently to a man who has invested ina 
railway. At the same time it is also very 
hard that a stumbling. block should be put 
in the way of land purchase in Ireland by 
the fact that so much of the land is sub- 
ject to mortgages. It is, unfortunately, 
avery difficult position for the Irish land- 
lords, but all the same it is a fact that the 
tenants, who are not responsible for these 
debts, have to pay the penalty. I can 
assure English taxpayers that for every 
penny of British money invested in Irish 
land, you are certain to be paid your full 
price. It is a good investment, better 
than throwing away your money to steal 
goldfields in South Africa. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) : 
I should like to state that the primary 
object with which I was sent to this 
House was that of supporting Her 
Majesty’s Government in the policy which 
they are carrying out. Therefore, as the 
passing of this Amendment would not 
lead to legislation and would practically 
amount to a vote of censure on the 


Ninth Day. 
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Government, I shall vote against it, al- 
though I agree with a great deal that has 
been said on this subject by hon. Mem- 
bers opposite. The question of the ulti- 


mate settlement of the Irish land ques- , 
tion is one which is a very burning ques-— 


tion, and one which has come to the front 
very much during the last few years. It 
has been said that many Irish Members 
sitting on this side of the House pledged 
themselves at the last election ‘in favour 
of a final settlement of the Irish Land 
question more or less upon the lines in- 
dicated in this Amendment-—that is, a 
compulsory scheme of purchase on fair 
terms. The hon. Member for Galway has 
informed the House that I was similarly 
pledged. It is beyond all doubt, as 
the hon. Member for East Clare has 
stated, that in the North of Ireland this 
is a very burning question, and one on 
which 
should know our opinions. As far as the 
work of the Commission is concerned | 
should like to say that there are a good 
deal of complaints on all sides about the 
working of the Land Commission. It has 
been urged by hon. Members opposite 


that it is packed by the landlord 
class, but in practice I have 
never found that to be the case. 


At present I am not aware that there are 
any landlord nominees on the Land Com- 
mission. I only know two Commissioners, 
and one of them is a cousin of the hon. 
Member for Galway. Regarding the 
manner in which the work is carried on, 
speaking as a neutral, I think that both 
tenants and landlords equally mistrust the 
members of the Land Commission, but I 
am bound! to add that, taking the Com- 
missioners all round, the Government 
could not have made a better selection or 
found better men for the work. When 
you have a tribunal to decide vexed 
questions in which so many pecuniary 
interests are involved, the members of 


that tribunal, unless they are paid 
salaries which render them above 
suspicion, will always have these 
charges made against them. Then 


there is another objection—I can see how 
it could be remedied, but other people 
may not take the same view—and that is 
the trouble and bother of this perpetual 
litigation. Ifthe landlords and tenants 
of Ireland would only consent to an 
automatie revision of rents, that would be 


a great help. But the present position is | 


that at the end of every fifteen years it is 
Mr. W. Moore. 
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we are anxious that the House | 
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| open to either the landlord or tenant to 
‘have a new rent fixed by the courts, 
That leads to unrest and litigation, and is. 
very undesirable, for reasons which will 
appear to every hon. Member. I cannot 
agree at all with the attacks made on the 
Appeal Court or the Land Commission, 
With reference to the Sub-Commis- 
sioners sitting in the country, it is an 
objection of which [ have a certain amount 
of experience, that although the Sub-Com- 
missioners are supposed to take evidence 
in court and on oath in the presence of the 
legal representatives of the parties, they 
are too often in the habit of going on 
the lands and picking up evidence them- 
selves. 


Mr. PINKERTON: Is the hon. and 
learned Member aware that the landlord 
or his agent always accompanies the Sub- 
Commissioners ? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: In any 
event the practice cannot fail to operate 
on the minds of the Sub-Commissioners. 
They then fix a rent which I venture to 
say 1s in nearly every case from 45 to 50 
per cent. less than the rent in 1881. In 
some cases the landlord settles with the 


vast majority of his tenants. I know 
one case where a_ landlord settled 
with all his tenants except one 


on the basis of 22 per cent. below the 
first term rent. This tenant went into 
court and got a reduction of 46 per cent. 
If the landlord submitted to that redue- 
tion every other one of his tenants would 
think he had sold them, and accordingly 
he appealed, and the reduction was 
decreased to 22 per cent., and the other 
tenants were satisfied. You could not 
blame the landlord for having appealed 
in a case of that kind. I would wish, 
however, that some means could be de- 
vised whereby the vexation and cost of 
the present delays connected with appeals 
could be avoided. I should now like to 
say a few words with reference to com- 
pulsory sale. Iam bound to say that I 
view with the greatest suspicion 
the suggestions of hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site when it is proposed to expropriate 
the Irish landlords. The hon. Member 
for East Clare went into questions of 
religion and politics, which seem to me to 
have no application in land cases at all. 
When hon. Gentlemen declare that their 
whole aim is to drive the landlords, who 
are described as the English garrison, out 
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of Ireland, and to give them only prairie 
value for their land—— [Several Hon. | 
Members: Oh, oh!] This is the first | 
time | have ever heard that repudiated. 
If hon. Gentlemen are prepared to treat 
the matter on business lines I am pre- 
ared to meet them. Before the Act of 
1870 the Irish landlords were the abso- 
lute owners of their land, subject to 
the tenancies which existed under them. 
In 1870 the system was introduced which 
has landed us in all our present difficul- 
ties. It may have been right or wrong—- 
I am not quarrelling with it, because it is 
not in my power nor in the power of any 
hon. Member to repeal that Act. It was 
supposed to compose all differences ; it 
made the tenant part owner with the 
landlord, and created the principle of dual 
ownership, and although the landlord 
could still turn the tenant out he could 
only do it by paying him a fixed scale of 
compensation. The principle of dual 
ownership was still further recognised by 
the Act of 1881, which, instead of leaving 
the parties as it found them, restricted 
the rights of the landlords in dif- 
ferent ways. The tenant could not be 
evicted if he paid the fair rent fixed by 
the courts, and he secured the right of 


selling his interest in his holding. Prior 
to the Act of 1881 the landlord and 


tenant might be described as half-owners, 
but after that Act the landlord had only 
something between a fourth and a third 
of the interest, and the tenant had the 
balance. Whenever two interests exist 
in that proportion they are always in 
conflict, and as long as that conflict con- 
tinues there will be no peace in Ireland, 
and therefore it is the duty of every 
statesman to endeavour to end such a 
state of affairs. It seems to me the 
only end that can be effective is to 
buy out the landlords on fair and equit- 
able terms. The landlord, being the 
weaker partner, will have to go. 
I say that with regret, but you cannot 
deny the trend of public opinion, and 
therefore the only choice of the unfor- 
tunate landlord is between confiscation 
and compensation, and in the interests of 
all parties and in the interests of the 
landlords themselves the sooner they get 
compensation the better. The Attorney 
General for Ireland referred to the Pur- 
chase Act of 1885. Long-headed men in 
Ireland when that Act was passed sold 
their properties and got twenty years 
purchase on first-term rents, but if they 
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were about to sell now they would be: 
very lucky if they got eighteen or nine- 
teen years purchase on second - term 
rents. Land is a falling market, and 
it is to the interest of the landlords 
to sell as soon as they can. I know 
I shall be told by my hon. friends 
on this side of the House that in advocat- 
ing compulsory sale I am doing something 
far from Conservative doctrine. In Ire- 
land we have not had very much Con- 
servative doctrine from our brother 
English Conservatives, and although it 
may be said it is against the principles of 
Conservatism to take a man’s property 
against his will, the Irish landlords have 
been suffering for the last twenty years. 
The Liberal Government first of all in 
1881 put it into the power of a tribunal 
to take 25 per cent. off the landlords’ 
rents for fifteen years without one par- 
ticle of compensation. In 1887 the Con- 
servative Government said, “ The Liberals 
have made a reduction of 25 per cent. 
on ordinary rents, but we will strike 
25 per cent. off the leasehold rents 
without any compensation whatever.” 
It therefore seems to me that no objection 
can be made by English Conservatives 
when it is proposed to buy out the land- 
lords compulsorily on fair terms. In the 
middle of the iast century the Scotch 
lairds had certain rights which were found 
to be inconsistent with English law, and 
the English Government compelled them 
to give them up, but compensated them. 
In the early part of the present century 
slavery was considered to be a national 
disgrave, and Parliament accordingly 
compelled the English slave-owners in the 
West Indies to free their slaves, but 
secured them compensation. It seems to 
me that in buying out the Irish 


landlords at a fair price Parliament 
would be only following the policy 


which has been pursued for a century. 
If the landlords are to go, let them go 
without being robbed or despoiled. A 
great many difficulties have been suggested 
by hon. Gentlemen, and also by the 
Attorney General for Ireland, in the way 
of carrying this out. The very success 
of your Acts of Parliament providing for 
voluntary sale is one of the best reasons 
for compulsory sale. I know a property 
which was owned by an English absentee 
landlord. He sold it to his tenants with 
the result that they, who will be the pur- 
chasing proprietors, are year by year 
paying a less sum by way of instalments 
Ninth Day. 
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of the purchase money to 
Government, than the tenants around 
them whose landlords have not sold; 
and the more voluntary sales 
are, the more general will be the 
discontent. At the same time I think it 
would be exceedingly hard to compel the 
landlords to sell without fully compen- 
sating them. Take a landlord getting 
£1,000 a year out of his estate. He gets 
£18,000 for his interest, and that amount 
at 3 per cent. or 35 per cent. is not an 
equivalent for £1,000 a year. He cannot 
get any more for his interest, and by one 
stroke of the pen his income is diminished. 
How can such a man be expected to sub- 
mit to a reduction which would render it 
impossible for him to live as he had been 
living? You will find it exceedingly hard 
to persuade the Irish tenants to give more 
than eighteen or nineteen years purchase, 
and it will be equally hard to get the 
landlords to aceept eighteen or nineteen 
years purchase on second term rents. 
You cannot charge the tenant more than a 
fair price, and the Government should 
step in, as it compensated the Scotch 
lairds and the West Indian slave owners, 
and make up the difference. These are 
the views held by my constituents—as 
loyal as any in the United Kingdom—and 
by the vast majority of the Unionists in 
the surrounding constituencies. It is a 
policy to which I and other Unionist 
Members are pledged, and whoever gets 
in for Mid-Armagh is pledged to the same 
thing. We are all agreed ‘that the sooner 

the question is settled the better, and as 
far as I am concerned my desire is to have 
it settled on terms fair to both landlords 
and tenants. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
One observation fell from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Attorney General for 
Ireland which all the House fully received 
with pleasure, namely, his statement that 
the absence of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary w ould be only temporary. 
That announcement gave great satisfac- 
tion to everyone in this House. I think 
the House is indebted to the hon. Member 
for North Monaghan for bringing forward 
this Amendment, because it has | been the 
means of eliciting from a very represen- 
tative member of the Unionist party from 
the North of Ireland a very clear, dis- 


tinct, and eloquent avowal of his adop- , pledges, 


tion of the principle of compulsory | 
purchase. We have also been told that 


Mr. W. Moore. 
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not only the hon. Member for North 
Antrim, but several other hon. Members 
from the North of Ireland, are pledged 
to compulsory purchase, and that the 
candidates in the pending election in Mid- 
Armagh have also promised to support it. 
That was not the only matter elicited by the 
Amendment, because we also had it stated 
by the Attorney General for Ireland that 
the Government which he so ably and 
eloquently represents on this and every 
other occasion in which he addresses this 
House have long regarded the abolition of 
dual ownership - as a panacea for the evils 
of Ireland. Dual ownership can only be 
abolished by some system of compulsory 
sale and purchase, and we have a great 
Government—great in numbers—lI could 
not pay themany other compliment ; if I 
did I would be open to the charge which 
I should least like to be laid at my 
door, namely, the charge of insincerity— 
committed to some such system. But if 
this is the panacea how is it that the 
hon. and learned Member for North 
Antrim—who, like the candidates in Mid 
Armagh, and, I suppose, the candidate 
who will seek to displace myself when- 
ever the opportunity arises, is pledged to 
support compulsory sale and purchase— 
stated in his opening observations that 
although he agreed with every word of 
the Amendment he must vote with the 
Government ! 


the Queen’s Speech. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I did not 
use the words imputed to me by the right 
hon. Gentleman. What I said was 
that owing to my pledge to my constitu- 
ents I was not at liberty to join in a vote 
of censure on the Government. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I beg the 
hon. and learned Member’s pardon. I 


did understand that he was going to vote 


with the Government, although he was 
voting against his convictions, because if 
the vote of censure were carried it would 
lead to the resignation of the Government 
and to a Genera! Election, when he would 
have to go over to North Antrim and 
repeat the sincere e pledges he has already 
given. I thoroughly agree with the 
spirit of the Amendment ; and speaking, 
of course, wholly for myself, I am in the 
happy position of being able to vote for 
the Amendment in accordance with my 
and not, in a Parliamentary 
sense, havi ing to break my _ word. 

believe the Amendment embodies a prir- 


| 
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ciple which is essential to the well-being | purchase under the Acts of 1885 and 


of Ireland. I have had _ experience 
of the working of the land 
under the old regime and the new, and I 
was surprised to hear from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Attorney General that he 
considers the Act of 1881 unsatisfactory. 
That Act was the creation of the greatest 
Liberal statesman that has ever existed 
in the country, and probably one whose 
like it will be a long time before we shall 
see again; but though it was Mr. Glad- 
stone’s Act, we must recollect that it was 
adopted and considerably extended by a 
Ministry professing the opinions put 
forward by the present Government. 
The cause of all our misfortunes in Ire- 
land, and one of the great causes of the 
misery, degradation, and crime which dis- 
figure our annals, was the unhappy state 
of the land laws, until Mr. Gladstone 
came to the rescue. If the law of land- 
lords and tenants had been left to the 
operation of the English common law, the 
evils that sprang up in the last century, 
and two-thirds of the present century, 
would never have existed. From the 
time of the Union down to 1867-8, with 
very short intervals, almost all the land 
laws of Ireland were passed by Tory 
Governments, and these made the Irish 
tenants bondsmen, and left them to the 
tender mercies of the landlords. That 
state of things was rectified by Mr. 
Gladstone in 1881, the Act passed that 
year being the first to give security of 
tenure to a vast proportion of the tenants 
of Ireland. What remains to crown the 
edifice, to restore peace and harmony to 
Ireland, to abolish all those grievances 
which rankle so in the hearts of our 
countrymen, even when they are obliged 
to leave their homes, and the memory 
of which is handed down to their 
children from generation to generation, 
is to plant the tenants firmly on the 
soil, and make them proprietors, leaving 
to the landlords their mansions and their 
domains. The principle embodied in 
the Amendment would accomplish that 
great object. It would only do what 
has led to prosperity, happiness, and 
peace in many parts of the Continent, 


where the tillers of the soil are the 
owners. The principle of fixing fair 


rents and voluntary purchase has been 
recognised by the legislature, and I see no 
practical difficulty in going this further 
step. The Attorney General for Ireland 


had said that the progress made in land 


laws, both | 


t 


| 1891 had been slow, steady, and satisfac- 
tory, that the payments had been made 
with the utmost punctuality, and that the 


| whole arrears only amounted to between 


£3,000 and £4,000. This showed that 
the difficulty in getting in the rent in old 
times was not from deficiency of honest 
principle on the part of the tenants, but 
really because it was impossible for them 
to meet the exorbitant rents which ruled 
in many parts of the country. It may 
be said that that would be very hard 
on mortgagees; but it must be re- 
membered that, under the Encumbered 
Estates Act, which really prevented 
a revolt in Ireland, the estates were 
sold for whatever they would fetch. 
The first mortgagees went into court and 
bought the property, leaving the owners. 
without a penny. But that is no reason 
why justice should not be done, and an 
act of public policy should not be carried 
out, and dual ownership be abolished. I 
am not going to say much about the 
tribunals which have been raised up under 
the existing Land Acts. I take it for 
granted that every judge decides every- 
thing according to the best of his ability. 
We all know that in Ireland, of course, 
every lawyer is a politician. [{Laughter. ] 
Well, more or less. You all know that 
the general view in Ireland is that the 
Government for the time being selects the 
judges from their own supporters. But 
that is no reason why, when the judges 
ascend the bench, they should not leave 
their politics behind. It is not impossible 
to discharge from their minds their 
politics, and I have no doubt that these 
judges do discharge their duty to the 
best of their ability. But the fact 
remains that the circumstance of these 
judges having been politicians gives. 
rise to the idea on the part of cer- 
tain suitors that they deal partial 
justice, an idea which I am sure has no 
foundation in fact. But there is. one 
thing in the system that I do deprecate. 
Iam in a position to know, from repre- 
sentations | have had made to me from 
my own constituency, that very often a 
round peg is put into a square hole, and 
that Land Commissioners are appointed 
whose opinions differ as to what is fair 
rent. Another thing is that the Land 
Commissioners are more or less removable. 
Every man who sits upon the bench ought 
to have the feeling that he cannot be 
removed. They ought to be made per- 
Ninth Day. 
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manent. One of the great grievances 
of the Uitlanders in the Transvaal 


was that the judges were removable. 
The Supreme Judges in Ireland were 
removable until 1782, and yet that 
is made a casus belli in the case of 
the Transvaal now. Then, I think, 
there should be appeals from the Assistant 
Land Commissioners on matters of law ; 
but on a mere question of valuation a 
properly constituted tribunal of Land 
Commissioners would be much more likely 
to be right than the judges of any Appeal 
Court. It will not be denied that it is a 
common practice for landlords to appeal, 
no matter what decision is given. I would, 
therefore, abolish appeals altogether, 
except on questions of law. That is the 
principle of the ordinary courts, where 
the decision of the jury is as a general 


rule final, and only an_ appeal is 
allowed on a question of law. One 
other point I wish to make. It is 


repugnant to all my ideas of judicial 
proceeding to have a case decided on 
cr parte statements. My idea is that these 
land courts, like every other court, should 
decide only on a full hearing of the 
-evidence offered on both sides, and with 
x full opportunity to the representatives 
of both sides to cross-examine. But as I 
understand the working of the system in 
ninety cases out of a hundred, no matter 
what evidence may be produced, the land 
court takes the valuation of the court 
valuer, of which only a copy has been 
supplied to the suitor, and on that valua- 
tion the court acts. I[ trust that the 
Government will dea] with this subject 
either this session or the next. I am 
quite sure there is statesmanship enough 
among the occupants of the front bench 
to enable them to conceive some method 
which will abolish dual ownership and 
will satisfy all parties in Ireland, including 
the right hon. Member for North Armagh. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): The right hon. Gentleman, in 


his very impassioned peroration, wanted 
practically to get rid of the Irish land- 
lords, and that these should be com- 
pelled to sell their estates at prairie 
value. 

SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I am a land- 
lord myself in a small way. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I thought 
so much from the speech of the right 


Serjeunt Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 
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hon. Gentleman. Iam not going to vote 
for the Amendment, for two reasons— 
first, because the object of any Amend- 
ment to the Address is to make it a vote 
of want of confidence in the Government ; 
and, second, because I disapprove of it. 
Serngcmend from hon. Members on the 
rish benches.} I have the advantage 
which hon. Members opposite do not 
possess, that I voted for the Land Bill 


the Queen's Speech. 


of 1870 when many of them were in 
arms. I voted for that Bill because [ 
remember Mr. Gladstone, in a very 


eloquent speech, said that it was a final 
measure, and to give a final settlement 
to this long-vexed Irish question. Not 
very many years after, Mr. Gladstone 
brought in another Bill, which was 
absolutely to settle the question for ever 
and ever. The object of that Bill was 
to give the Irish tenants the ‘three 


F’s,” which was then their ultimate 
aspiration. 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 


Scotland): The right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman is not correct in that. The 
Land League, which then represented the 
views of the Irish tenants, strongly advo- 
cated peasant proprietary, or compulsory 
purchase, as a final settlement of the 
land question. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON: I did not 
include the Land League. The Land 
League wanted to get rid of the land- 
lords without compensation. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: That. state- 
ment is absolutely incorrect. The Land 
League published their programme, and 
in that very document they proposed that 
the landlords should be bought out at a 
reasonable number of years purchase— 
twenty years purchase. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON : I can only 
say that I judge of the objects and posi- 
tion of the Land League by the speeches 
of the gentlemen who supported it. 
remember the hon. Member for East Mayo 
saying that he would * make short work of 
Irish landlords.” The meaning of that 
phrase may be left to the imagination of 
the House. Mr. Gladstone himself said 
in this House that after all the minutest 
inspection made in view of the passing of 
this Act, the vast majority of Irish land- 
lords had come honourably out of that 
severe inquest. Thatis very much to the 
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honour of the Irish landlords. 
did deny that there are bad landlords; but 
I think if you find a man like Mr. Glad- 
stone, who was not very fond of Irish 
landlords, stating that it was his convic- 
tion, after examining all the circum- 
stances, that they had come well out of 
the examination, that is a very good 
certificate of character. I would remind 
the House that Mr. Gladstone said that 
the position of the Irish landlords after 
the passing of the Act of 1881 was infi- 
nitely more secure than ever before, and 
now we find that the Irish people are far 
from being satisfied. I have always op- 
posed compulsory purchase. A great 
majority of the people of North 
Armagh have always given me their 
support, and I told them the reasons why 
] oppose compulsory purchase. First, 
hecause I look upon it as an act of 
tyranny and injustice, in what is cailed a 
free country, to say to me, whether [ like 
it or not, “ You must sell your land” ; 
and to say to my tenant, whether he likes 
it or not, “You must buy the land.” I 
say that is an evil principle. I told my 
tenants that if that principle were 
established, it would sweep away the 
right of property—which, after all, is the 
foundation of liberty——and the prosperity 
of the country. Then when are you 
going to stop? Do you think you can 
isolate an act of national injustice to 
Ireland? IL do not think you can. 
Another reason why I oppose compulsory 
purchase is that Lam an [rishman, and [ 
am proud to be an Irishman, and have as 
much right to live in Ireland as hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. What right have 
you to buy my land at a depreciated 
value, and force me to invest the purchase 
money in Consols, which would render it 
impossible for me to live in Ireland? I 
say you have no right to do that. 
The hon. Member for Galway © said 
that what he looked forward to 
was an Act which would give equal 
satisfaction to all parties concerned. 
{An Hon. Memper: I think he said, 
“Do equal justice to all parties.”| If you 
wait for that tribunal you will wait very 
jong. I learned from my hon. and 
learned friend here that, although he 
supports the principle of compul- 
sory purchase, he supports it with the 
addition that if you buy out the Irish 
landlords at what the courts in Ireland 
may consider a fair price you will add to 
the purchase money a sum which would 
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really make up to hiin the loss he would 
sustain, 


Mr. CLANCY: That is 


election address. 


not in his 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I have not 
read his election address ; I never read 
election addresses. What I ask myself is 
this : Who is going to pay that additional 
money? The British taxpayer, I sup- 
pose. The British taxpayer and the 
Government representing the British 
taxpayer would naturally ask this ques 
tion: Is it worth while to pay this 
money? I can conceive a Government 
reasoning in this way: Here is Ireland, 
not exactly what you would eall a par- 
ticularly loyal country or an extremely 
easy country to govern. Would it be 
worth our while to supplement the price 
to be paid to get rid of these Irish land- 
lords in order to bring about that ‘ peace 
which we all desire,” as my hon. and 
learned friend terms it? Can anyone 
imagine for one moment. that if all the 
Irish landlords were bought out it would 
have the slightest effect on the views 
taken by hon. Gentlemen opposite—for 
instance, with regard to the war in South 
Africa? Would it make them loyai 


subjects of the Crown? [An Irtsu 
MEMBER: No.| Of course it would 
not. They are above bribes. They 
are not going to — sacrifice their 


patriotic aspirations in order to buy out 
Irish landlords. If the British taxpayer 
would buy out the Irish landlords without 
taking any money at all from [reland they 
would never consent to sacrifice the aspi- 
ration of that part of the race to which 
they belong, the aspiration which they 
have always stated as kicking the English 
out of Ireland and to reign themselves 
supreme. That is the object which they 
say is the highest aspiration of their lives. 
Therefore, [ conclude that a British 
Government, to whichever side it might 
helong, would say that it was not worth 
while sacrificing the taxpayers’ money to 
buy up these landlords and still leave Ire- 
land in as bad a state as it was before. I 
cannot conceive the seuse of justice, 
which to my mind is one of the promi- 
nent features of the British people, per- 
mitting a Government or the House of 
Commons, in order to satisfy a momen- 
tary exigency which may arise, to 
perpetrate what I would look upon as an 
act of absolute and unbounded injustice. 


Ninth Day, 
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I quite admit that it might be far more | 
to my interest to consent to sell my land | 
at twenty years’ purchase than to allow | 
fifteen years to elapse, when I or my suc- | 
cessors might be possessed of a diminished | 
income, and be much poorer than would | 
have been the case had I consented to | 
sell. As representing a family who have | 
lived in Ireland for hundreds of years, I 
say that no matter how much you whittle 
down my income I will never sell my | 


land. I may be looked upon as very | 
foolish, but I intend to live in Ire-| 
land, and I hope that those who 
come after me may live in Ire- 
land. From the aspect of the House 


I believe that this Amendment will be | 
rejected by a very large majority, though 
I cannot conceive the House of Commons 
being influenced by the arguments which 
have been urged from the opposite side of 
the House, and, indeed, from some Mem- 
bers on this side. The House must reason 
in this way : Which is the class who have 
always come forward to assist in the 
maintenance of law and order in [reland 1 
The class of all others is the landowning 
class. Hon. Gentlemen opposite, of course, | 
will not accept that, but I should like | 
them to prove the contrary. Who are 
the people who have come forward to 
help the Irish in distress? The men who 
have done more than any others in 
Ireland have been the landlords. Who 
now in Ireland are subscribing the most 
money for the relief of the suffering caused 
by this war? The landlords. There is 
one thing, at any rate, I am proud to say, | 
in which all classes in Ireland join, and 
that is in furnishing Her Majesty the 
Queen with the bravest men who have 
ever fought in her Army. Now, I have | 
done. Ihave tried to show that the land- | 
lords in Ireland probably refuse to sell | 
because they wish to continue to live in 
their country. That is the reason which 
animates me, and that is the main reason | 
why I shall vote against the Amend- 
ment. 


{COMMONS} 
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the Government to pass a compulsory 
Land Bill for Ireland he and his class 
must necessarily take their departure 
from the country. There would be a 
considerable proportion of private pro- 
perty still left in their hands ; they would 
not be deprived of their demesne lands or 
of their residences, while as regards his 


| patriotism in wishing to remain in the 


country there is no reason why, because 
he is compelled to sell his holdings, he 
should take his departure. Several 
speeches of a very contradictory character 
have been delivered from the other side 
of the House, and I will leave hon. 
Gentlemen to settle their differences 
between them. As regards the speech of 


'the hon. and learned Member for North 


Antrim, it seemed to me that he followed 
the example of the Attorney General for 
Ireland in trying to circle his argument. 
He was in favour of compulsory purchase, 


' but yet he was not in favour of voting for 


this Amendment. He was in favour of 
compulsory purchase to drive out the 
Irish landlords, but yet he was in favour 
of giving the landlords better treatment 
than the hon. and gallant Member for 
North Armagh expects they will ever get. 


The two position are entirely contra- 
| dictory, and it is impossible to give effect 


to them. The position taken up by the 
hon. and learned Gentleman is the same 
as that adopted by his political friends 
in Ireland, namely, to obstruct us 


who by our agitation in __ the 
country have brought this land 


question within measurable distance of 
settlement, but the moment we get 
legislation passed they will be the first to 
rush into the courts to take advantage of 
it. The Amendment before the House 
naturally divides itself into two parts. 
One part of the Amendment very justly 


and properly finds fault with the adminis- 
| tration of the Land Acts in Ireland. I 


listened with considerable interest to the 


defence of the Attorney General of this 


maladministration — it can be called 


| nothing else—but I cannot by any means 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): 
As far as I know the sentiments of any 
gentleman on this side of the House there 
is no desire whatever to drive the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh out 
of the country in which he expresses a | 
desire to live. He has a perfect right to 
live there, and it is stretching the argu- 
ment against this Amendment very much 
too far to suggest that because we ask | 


Colonel Saunderson. 


‘compliment him upon his performance. 


He told us, in effect, that if we had 
patience the operation of the land pur- 
chase department of the Land Commission 
would effect the purposes of this Amend- 
ment. What are the facts? He told us 
that in a period of fifteen years, from 
1885 to the present time, 55,000 tenants 
have become possessors of their holdings 
at acost of about £18,000,060. There 
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are 600,000 occupying tenants in Ireland, 
so that it is merely a question of arith- 
metical calculation to discover how long 
it will take to convert all the tenants into 
the owners of their own farms. It would 
take 180 years, on a moderate calculation, 
if the process proceeded at the same rate 
as during the past fifteen years. I venture 
to hope the process will be considerably 
expedited. No doubt, by the decision of 
the Court of Appeal as regards the 40th 
section a considerable improvement has 
taken place, but the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot deny that a tremendous amount of 
unnecessary delay takes place in the 
working of the Acts. I know of one 
small case in County Longford that 
took seven years to pass through the 
Commission Court in Dublin. It was 
sent about from chamber to chamber ; it 
was put back on motions to explain delay ; 
it was kept going about for seven long 
years before the tenants who signed their 
agreements in 1887 got their vesting 
orders in 1894. What was the result ! 
Could it be said to be satisfactory to either 
party? The landlords were deprived of 
the money which they required, and for 
which they had sold their property, for 
those seven years. ‘The tenants were 
compelled to pay seven years interest in 
lieu of rent, so that they paid that amount 
more than they would have done had the 
sale been expedited as cases will be in the 
future. There is a considerable amount 
of discontent existing in connection with 
the fixing of fair rents. I know perfectly 
well how things are done in County Long- 
ford. No doubt some of the gentlemen 
who are sent down as Sub-Commissioners 
come with the very best intentions, but 
they do not come down with the intention 
of hurrying on the cases in their lists. I 
have frequently seen them rise in the 
middle of the day, on some pretext or 
other, when there was plenty of time to 
hear a considerable number of other 
cases. There has been most unreasonable 
delay in the inspection of farms. It was 
stated to-night that these inspections 
were highly unsatisfactory. I know, as 
far as the Commissioners are concerned, 
whenever I have been present, notice was 
given to both sides and the day fixed, but 
it is as to the length of time that elapses 
with which I particularly find fault, 
the period invariably running from a 
fortnight to three, four, or six 
weeks as the date of visitation. There 
was no valid reason why the visit should 
YOL. LXXVIII. [FourtH SERIEs.] 
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/not be made the next day or the day 
after, or at any rate before the Com- 
missioners left that locality. In this con- 
nection the delay is the strongest part of 
our case against the Commissioners. It may 
be said there is a great deal to allow for, 
that a great number of these applications 
are coming ‘in constantly, and that they 
are being dealt with as quickly as possible. 
I do not know how far that statement can 
be substantiated with proof, I have no 
doubt the right hon. Gentleman gets re- 
ports supplied to him which may to some 
extent refute any case I may set up as 
regards these tenants. But as to County 
Longford I have known tenants to be kept 
from six to sixteen or twenty months 
out of hearing of their case, and these 
tenants, so far from being treated with 
the consideration which litigants before 
any other court in the land would receive, 
were not even vouchsafed a reply to their 
requests for expedition when they wrote 
to the Land Court complaining of this 
delay. . 


the Queen’s Speech. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Would the _ hon. 
Member give me the name of such a 
case ? 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I will give the 
name of a particular estate and send the 
facts to the right hon. Gentleman by 
post. In approaching the consideration 
of the settlement of this question I ven- 
ture to say it is not by any legal 
quibbling we will effect the object we 
have in view. The right hon. Gentleman 
cannot be ignorant of the fact that 
there is in Ireland a_ strong and 
growing agitation for the redress of 
the grievances of the people in this 
matter. He cannot be unaware of the fact 
that large public meetings are being held 
week after week—-some of which the 
forces of the Crown are illegally, in my 
opinion, suppressing—for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the Government 
to the grievance of the tenants in the 
matter of land purchase, and to the neces- 
sity of passing legislation to compel un- 
willing landlords to sell. It must be, it 
follows from the nature of things, a 
matter of dissatisfaction to tenants living 
in a particular locality to see one estate 
sold to the tenants at a very consider- 
able reduction, while the tenants on one 


Ninth Day. 
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or both sides of that estate have no | 
prospect whatever of getting into the 
same position. The right hon. Gentle- 
man may say that it is unjust and im- 
proper of us to force on this question or 
to expect the Government to commit the 
injustice of passing legislation of this 
character. 
from the beginning. Every effort to 
deal with this question, no matter in 
what way, has been denounced in the 
past, and will be denounced in the 
future, from the side which has an in- 
terest in maintaining the status quo. The 
Unionist Government, which professes to 
be a strong and resolute Government, 
able to carry out any policy to which it 
commits itself, could not do anything 
more to its credit or more to the satis- 
faction of the tenant farmers of Ireland 
than to deal in a wholesale and thorough 
manner with this question. The people 
are unanimously in favour of it; they 
will not be satisfied until some effort 
is made to remedy the grievances 
entailed on different estates by 
reason of the sale of other estates 
in the same locality. On _ higher 
and national grounds I would be disposed 
to speak more strongly on this question, 
but I do not want to irritate the feelings 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, who have ex- 
pressed opinions in favour of this resolu- 
tion to-night, and whose co-operation will 
in due time, I trust, have the effect of 
making the Government deal in a more 
liberal spirit with this question. Of one 
thing I can assure the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and that is, that if he or the Govern- 
ment think the land question has been 
settled by the Act of either 1887 or 1892 
or 1896 they are woefully mistaken. The 
people of Ireland are by no means satisfied 
with the progress which has been made 
under the existing law, and I sincerely 
trust that the division to be taken on this 
Amendment will bring home to the 
Government and their advisers that there 
is a real and vivid land question in Ireland 
to be settled, and that they will have no 
rest until it is settled. 


*Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 
I desire to join in the expression of our 
regret at the absence, and its cause, of 
the Chief Secretary from the House. I 
am sure we shall all be glad to see him 
back again in his place. The question 
before the House is undoubtedly one of 
Mr. J. P. Farrell. 


{COMMONS} 


That argument has been used | 


the Queen’s Speech. 1148: 
vital importance to Ireland. I will go. 
further, and say that it is a question of 
vital importance to England. The people 
of this country cannot wish Ireland to go. 
on from year to year and from generation 
to generation in a state of discon- 
tent and a condition of penury, and 
with famine periodically scourging its 
people. If the Government desire to 
do away with Irish discontent and Irish 
distress, and, to a large extent, Irish dis- 
loyalty, they must grapple with this land 
question, and grapple with it soon. If 
there is one thing more certain than 
another it is that the Land Act of 1881 
and the subsequent amendments of that 
Act have not settled the Irish land ques- 
tion. We still have the tenants and the 
landlords at loggerheads. We have the 
tenants appealing, very often in vain, to 
have their rents fixed ; years elapse from 
the time they apply to the court before 
the rents are fixed; and then in almost 
every case the landlords appeal, their 
main object being to frustrate the opera- 
tion and the administration of the Act, 
and to defeat the tenants—not because 
they want to have the rents fixed by the 
court raised, but to put the tenants to 
expense, and to cause them to be in a 
state of rebellion. That is a most 
unsatisfactory state of affairs. There 
are poor people living from hand to 
mouth in the west of Ireland, paying 
exorbitant rents for most miserable 
tracts of land, who, after years of 
weary waiting, get their rents fixed by 
the courts, only to have an appeal entered 
against the decision by the landlord. Do 
you mean to tell me that while that state 
of things continues we can have peace 
and comfort and prosperity in Ireland ! 
We have been charged during the last 
few months with disloyalty. Is it nota 
matter of serious consequence to this 
country that the Irish people should 
be loyal? Have you not seen the effect 
of this feeling of disloyalty in America 
and in South Africa? and it is only too 
true that the Irish people for generations 
have been taught that England’s difficulty 
is Ireland’s opportunity ? Do you mean 
to tell me you want this state of affairs to 
continue ? If you want to make the Irish 
people loyal make them contented. Get 
rid, I will not say of the iandlords, bag and 
baggage, but of Irish landlordism, and then 
you will find that a contented and peace- 
ful Ireland will not be the disloyal Ireland 
of to-day. 


I would strongly appeal to. 





Bee aA, 





> 0 


Abr 
Alli 
Am 
Aus 


Bar! 
Blal 
Bolt 


Calc 
Cary 
Cha 
Clar 
ar 
Com 
Con 
Crea 
Daly 


Dew 
Doo; 


Engl 


Evar 
Farr 
Flav 
Flyn 


Fox, 


Ham 








148: 
1 go 
n of 
ople 
0 go: 
ition 
scon- 
and 
r its 
e to 
Irish 
- dis- 
land 
Lx He 
than 
188] 
that 
ques- 
d the 
e the 
in, to 
from 
efore 
lmost 
their 
ypera- 
. Act, 
cause 
y the 
its to 
in a 
most 
There 
id to 
aying 
erable 
rs of 
val by 
itered 
Do 
state 
peace 
land ? 
1e last 
not a 
this 
should 
effect 
merica 
ly too 
ations 
ficulty 
mean 
airs to 
» Trish 
Get 
ug and 
d then 
peace- 
reland 


eal to: 





~ 


1149 


hon. Gentlemen opposite, who, no doubt, 
are anxious in their hearts to do the right 
thing to my country. I believe the 
English people, if they fully realised the 
facts, if they were not blinded by centuries 
of persecution and bigotry, would settle 
this question very soon. It is our duty as 
Nationalist representatives to bring this 
question before the House. You may de- 
feat us to-night. But take care that you do 
not have again in Ireland, and very soon, an 
agitation that will stir up all the elements 
that we on this side are most anxious to 
keep down. We want to see Ireland and 


Address in Answer to 


England as brothers together, loving 
instead of hating each other. But by 


ignoring this question, by defeating this 
Amendment, by giving it out to the Irish 
people that you will not grapple with this 
matter in the way it should be grappled 
with—that is, by compulsory purchase 

you will have once more all the bad 
elements in Ireland up against you. And 
who will be to blame? This House 
will be to blame, because the English 


people would be only too glad to 
endorse whatever decision you arrive 
at. I shall not detain you longer ; 
but I strongly urge Gentlemen 


opposite, even at the risk of offending | 
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| to yield to their consciences in this matter 
_and support the Amendment. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) characterised 
the action of the Land Commissioners in 
Ireland as extraordinary, and gave several 
examples. From personal experience of 
the county of Kerry and surrounding 
counties, the hon. Member averred that 
the only solution of the question was 
compulsory purchase, with a fair price 
fixed for landlord and tenant alike. There 
were good and bad landlords in Kerry, 
where they had allowed a reduction of as 
much as 4s. in the pound ; but, generally 
speaking, while landlords and_ tenants 
were going to war with each other, 
unless this House intervened by bringing 
in a Compulsory Purchase Bill, they 
would have a continuance of this bitter 
feud in Ireland. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—For the Amend- 
ment, 75 ; against, 209. (Division List 


those gentlemen on the Treasury Bench, No. 8.) 
AYES. 











Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Blake, Edward 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Caldwell, James 

Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 


Daly, James 
Dewar, Arthur 
Doogan, P. C. 


Engledew, Charles John 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt Hon Charles Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 


Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lough, Thomas 


Macaleese, Daniel 


| MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC 
: MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Cartan, Michael 


M‘Ghee, Richard 


| M‘Leod, John 


| Mandeville, J. Francis 


Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan,W.) | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph | 
Flynn, James Christopher | 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Hammond, John (Carlew) 


Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, Edw J C (Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel | 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 


Nussey, Thomas Willans | 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 


Parnell, John Howard 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E.(Waterf’rd) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S. E.) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Sullivan, D. (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
Warner, T. Courtenay T. 


Young, S. (Cavan, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Nir 


Thomas Esmonde_ and 
Captain Donelan. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt HnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Seach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach,Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbysh’re 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
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{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C. of Lond. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Geaham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Kt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutehinsen, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Vorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn.Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. William E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leig avn, Stauley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn- (Sw’ns’a 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, [an 

Manners,Lord Edward Wm.J. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.¥ 
Maxwell,Rt. Hn.Sir HerbertE. 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

fentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthewW 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

found, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. Ed.J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hon.J.G.(Ox. Un.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Verney, Hon. Richard G. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Ward, Hon. Robt. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir Richard E., 
Welby, Lieut.-Colonel A. C.E. 


| Whiteley, H. (Ashton-undr-L.) 


Milner, Sir Frederick George | 
| Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
| Morrell, George Herbert | 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 


Young, Commander(Berks,E.) 


| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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1153. Address in Answer to 


Main Question again proposed. 


DEPORTATION OF PAUPERS INTO 
IRELAND. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to move the 
Amendment standing on the Paper in my 
name. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question to add the words, 
‘But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
the great regret of this House that no reference 
has been made in Your Majesty’s Speech 
regarding a Bill to discontinue the deportation 
of paupers from England and Wales into Ire- 
land.’ ”°—(Mr. Flavin.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


*THE SECRETARY to THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 8.) said that the ques- 
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tion would be considered by the Local 
Government Board and the Irish Govern- 
ment with a view to the introduction of 
a measure that would satisfy hon. Mem- 
bers. 


Mr. FLAVIN, on this assurance of the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local 
Government Board, begged leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main question again proposed. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 


be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 215 ; Noes, 
64. (Division List No. 9.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 


| Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, SirEdward(Plymouth) 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs,Hn.A.G. H. (City of L.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
‘rederick 








Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
3alcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J.(Mane’r. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt.Hn. A. H.Smith(Hts. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. 8. (Brist’] | 
Beach,Rt. Hn. W.W.B.(Hants | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 





Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 


| Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Donkin, Richard Sim 

| Doughty, George 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
| Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Sir J. (Manches’r. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fry, Lewis 


Godson, Sir A. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt Hon Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(St George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Ld.George 
Hanbury, Rt.Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 


| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
‘ Horniinan, Frederick John 


Hozier, Hn James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessell, Captain H, Merton 
Johnston, William (Beltast) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col, William 
Keswick, William 
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Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,Sir E. Durning(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thos. neers? | 
Lecky, Kt Hon. W. E. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter E 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘lver, Sir Lewis (Edin’. W.) 
Malcohn, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edward Win.J. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn W.F 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milbank,SirPowlettChasJohn 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N. | 
More,Robt. Jasper r(Shropshire) 
Morreli, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford | 


Allison, Robert Andrew 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

prone ge James 

Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Claney, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr.G.B.(Caithness-sh. ) | 

Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Daly, James 

Dewar, Arthur 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, PC 

Engledew, Charles John 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas | 
| 
| 


Farrell, James ?. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
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| Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murray RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bat 


| Ritehie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale 
| Holland, William Henry 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


| MacAleese, Daniel 
| MacDonnell, Dr.M. A.(Qn’s Co 


| M‘Leod, John 


| Moss, Samuel 
| Murnaghan, George 


{COMMONS} 


Murray, Charles J. ae 
1 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes. Newton 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, “Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

tentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SizMatthew W. 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
tobinson, Brooke 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J. 
Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.( Renfrew) 





NOES. 


Gedge, Sydney 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 

| Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 


Lough, Thomas 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


Mandeville, J. Francis 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 





Main Question put accordingly. 


‘The House divided :—Ayes, 229 ; Noes, 39. 
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| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dU niv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Verney, Hn. Richard Greville 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Ward, Hon. Robt. A. (Crewe) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr, 
Anstruther. 


O’Brien, Patrick a 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 

Pease, Jos. A. (Northumb.) 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, J. Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Samuel Evans and Mr. 
D. A. Thomas. 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, RtHnAH Smith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn. SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
srooktield, A. Montagu 
3rymer, William Ernest 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 


Address in Answer to 





{9 Fepruary 1900} 


AYES. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of Lon. | 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J3.(St.Geo’s | 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 


| Hardy, Laurence 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Bir.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Franeis Alleton 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Covhill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. C. Seale- 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- | 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt.Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, Jobn Grant ( Yorks.) 


| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 


Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 


| Lecky, Rt. Hon Wm. Edw.H. 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, SirDillwyn(Swans’a , 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 


| Lorne, Marquess of 
| Lowe, Francis William 


Doxtord,Sir William Theodore | 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | 
| M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man’r 
Finea, George H. 





Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 


M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Ed. Wm. J. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hon. WF 
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Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murray, Rt.Hn.A.H.G.( Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes,. Newt’n) 
Plact-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Bobert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rentoul, James Alexander 

R ichardson,SirThos( Hartlep'! 
Ridley, Rt HonSir MatthewW. 
Ritchie,Rt HonChas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. Ed.J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G./Ox. Univ. ); 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Tollemache, Henry James 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, Hon. Richard G. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col, A. C. E. 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bolton, Thomas Doiling 

P Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-s h. ) 
Commins, Andrew 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crilly, Daniel 
Daly, James 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Engledew, Charles John 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
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Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John A 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 


NOES. 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Holland, William Henry 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kilbride, Denis 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’sC) 
MaeNeill, J. Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


the House. 


Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander(Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
tedmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Jlare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Young, Samuel (Savan, East) 
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Flavin, Michael Joseph M‘Leod, John 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 





Resolved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to Her Majesty as followeth :— 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and such Members as are of Her Majesty’s 
Household. 


SUPPLY. 

Resolved, That this House will, upon 
Monday next, resolve itself into a 
Committee to consider of the Supply to 
be granted to Her Majesty. 


Ordered, That the several Estimates 
presented to this House during the 
present session be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Resolved, That this House will, upon 
Monday next, resolve itself into a Com- 





Mandeville, J. Francis 
Murnaghan, George 








TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. J. P. Farrell and Mr, 
Crean. 


mittee to consider of the Ways and Means 
for raising the Supply to be granted to 
Her Majesty.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM 


THE FRONT. 


On the Motion for Adjournment, 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
asked whether there was any information 
from the seat of war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Our informa- 
tion points to the fact that General 
Buller is not pressing his advance from 
the position occupied on Wednesday. 
We have not thought it right to press 
him for detailed information about the 
operations which are in progress ; nor, if 
he gives us such information, do we think 
it right to make it public until the opera- 
tions are completed. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : May 
Iask whether it is true that General Mac- 
donald has been ordered back ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have no 
information upon the point. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before One 
of the clock till Monday next. 
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OF LORDS. 


Monday, 12th February, 1900. 





VISCOUNT CLIFDEN. 


Report made from the Lord Chancellor 


that the right of Thomas Charles Agar 


Robartes, Viscount Clifden, to vote at the | 


elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established tv the satis- 
faction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Wynford sat first in Parlia- 


ment after the death of his brother. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 


r the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | 
- ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- | 


tificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders appheable to the 
following Bills have been complied 
with— 


Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent. 

Maryport Harbour. 

National Markets, Stores, and W — 
shops. 

Rochdale Corporation. 

Southport and Lytham Tramroad. 

Walsall Corporation. 


F And the Certificates that the Standing 


Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have not been complied with— 


Blackpool, St. 
Tramways. 
South-Eastern Metropolian Tramways. 

Aberdeen Corporation Tramways. 


Annes, and Lytham 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL [4.1]. | 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [H.L.}. 


THE 


BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL [4.L.]. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 


[H.L.]. 
Presented, and read 1”. 
[FourRTH SERIES. | 


VOL. LXXVIII. 


{12 Fesruary 1900} 





read, and | 


| 
| 
| 





|; EAST STIRLINGSHIRE 





116z 
BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [u.1.], 


Business. 


BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 
(TRANSFER) BILL [1.1]. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL [1.1.]. 
CHURCH’S PATENT BILL [u.1.]. 
CLYDE NAVIGATION BILL [1.1]. 
COWES PIER BILL [1.1.]. 


DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [H.1.]}. 


; EAST SHROPSHIRE WATER BILL [4.1.1 


WATER BILL 
[H.L.]. 


| EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL [H.L. }. 


EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY 
BOARD BILL [H.L.]. 


EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.L.] 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.L.]. 


FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 


GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS 
BILL [H.1.] 

HEMEL HEMPSTEAD CORPORATION 

(WATER) BILL [H.L.]. 


HIGHAM FERRERS WATER BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


IPSWICH CORPORATION 
BILL [H.1. ]. 


TRAMWAYS 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES CORPORA- 


TION BILL [H.1.]. 


LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES 
BOARD BILL [H.L.]. 


ACTS 


| LINCOLN CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 


BILL [H.L.]. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [4.1]. 


MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [H.L. ]. 


MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 


BOARD BILL [u...]. 


MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 


Presented, and read 1¢. 
2X 
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MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAIL- | 


WAY BILL [H.1.]. 
MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [H.L.]. 
MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [H.1.]. 
NEATH HARBOUR BILL [H.L.]. 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [H.L.] 


NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

WATER BILL [4.1]. 


PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.L. ]. 


OTLEY 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [H.L.). 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL [H.1.]. 


RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [H.1.]. 


ROTHERHAM CORPORATION 


[H.L.]. 


ROTHERHITHE AND RATCLIFF 
TUNNEL BILL [1.1]. 


BILL 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [u.1.}. 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 
SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BOARD BILL 

; [H.L. ]. 

SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L.]. 

SUNDERLAND CORPORATION 

[H.L. ]. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [H.1. }. 


BILL 


Presented, and read 1“ 


ARMY AND NAVY INVESTMENT 
TRUST BILL [H.1.}. 
BARRY RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL [H.L.}. 
BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL. | 
WAY BILL [H.1.}. 
BREWERY AND COMMERCIAL _IN- 
VESTMENT TRUST, LIMITED, BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [1.1.}. 


COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE 
COMPANY BILL [#.1.}. 
Presented ; read 1¢; 
the Examiners. 





{LORDS} 
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LIVERPOOL 


and. referred to 
the Examiners. 
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Business. 


BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [4.1.}. 
DORKING WATER BILL [H.1.]. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL [H#.L. }. 


EXMOUTH AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.1. }. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [H.1.}. 
AND GAS 


FISHGUARD WA'TER BILL 


[H.L. }. 

GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.}. 
GOVERNMENT STOCK AND OTHER 
SECURITIES INVESTMENT COMPANY 

BILL [H.L. }. 


BERKHAMPSTEAD 
BILL [H.L. ]. 


GREAT WATER 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL [4.1 | 
SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
RAILWAY COMPANIES 
BILL [H.1.] 


GREAT 
AND 
IRELAND 
AMALGAMATION 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [#.L.] 


SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


GREAT 


GUN BARREL PROOF ACT, 1868, AMEND. 
MENT BILL [11.1.]. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1.}. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


LONDON HYDRAULIC POWER COM- 
PANY BILL [H.L.]. 

LONDON SEA WATER SUPPLY BILL 

[H.L. |. 
MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL 

[H.L. }. 

MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Presented; read 1; and referred to 
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1165 South African War— 
MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY OF IRELAND BILL [H.1.]. 


MUIRKIRK, MAUCHLINE, AND DAL- 
MELLINGTON RAILWAYS (ABAN- 
DONMENT) BILL [H.1.). 


NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL [H.1.]. 


GAS 


NEW RUSSIA COMPANY 
NORTH-BRITISH RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 


[H.L.]. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [H.t.]. 


ROAYMNEY IRON COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 


SCOTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT 
COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [H.1.]. 


SCOTTISH WIDOWS’ FUND AND LIFE | 


ASSURANCE SOCIETY BILL [H.1.}. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [(H.1.]. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [4.1]. 


UNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY BILL [H.1.]. 


WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL [H.L.]. 


WIRRALL 


Presented :; 
the Examiners. 


RAILWAY 
read 1¢; 


BILL [H.1.] 


and referred to 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AGED DESERVING POOR. 


Report of the Departmental Committee 
on the financial aspects of the proposals 
made by the Select Committee of the 


{12 Fepruary 1900} 


BILL [H.L.]. | 





116¢ 
with 


Commands. 


(House of Commons of 1899 ; 


| appendices. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF [TRELAND. 
| Annual Report for the year 1899. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 


CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 
Account of the receipts and expendi- 
,ture of the Commissioners of Chelsea 
Hospital in respect of Army Prize and 
| Legacy Funds, ete., for the year ended 
31st March, 1899; together with the 
'report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
|General thereon ; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


PETITION. 
VACCINATION ACTS. 
Petition for amendment of; of the 
' Guardians of the Poor of the Northwich 
Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—COMMANDS 
AT THE FRONT. 

Lord BATEMAN: My Lords, before 
the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for War makes his statement this 
evening as to the military measures Her 
Majesty’s Government propose to take, 
[ am anxious to put a question to him of 
which [ have given him private notice. 
'The question is as follows: Whether 
| General Sir Frederick Carrington is des- 
tined for a command in South Africa, and 
whether Lord Methuen is still in com- 
mand of Her Majesty’s forces on the 
| Modder River. I do not propose to offer 
/any comment with regard to my question, 
but if the noble Marquess can see his way 
to make any statement or to give us any 
information on the subject I am sure it 
will be received and appreciated very 
/much by this House and in the country, 
|and will tend to relieve a considerable 
| amount of doubt and anxiety. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 

| WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, in answer to the first question 

| of the noble Lord I have to say that Sir 
_F. Carrington has been designated for a 


2X2 


167 


command in South Africa. In answer to 
the second question I have to say that 
Lord Roberts is now at Modder River, 
and is in command of the whole of Her 
Majesty’s forces at that place. 


South African War— 


LAND CHARGES BILL [H.L.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HAtspury): This Bill has already 
passed your Lordships’ House. It was to 
have become law last session, but was un- 
able to get through owing to want of 
time. 


Bill read 2%, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House. 


LUNACY BILL [H.1.}. 
[SECOND READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: My 
Lords, this Bill has passed your Lord- 
ships’ House on two previous occasions ; 
but although on the last occasion I 
formally moved the Second Reading, the 
Bill having been already confirmed by 


your Lordships, I cannot now move it | 


without saying that some of the questions 
involved in it are of serious public impor- 
tance. This is one of those Bills which 
for want of time did not pass last session, 
but which are, nevertheless, urgently 
needed. One of its most important pro- 
visions relates to what are called Urgency 
Orders, which were instituted by the Act 
of 1890. Tothe provision that no person 


should be deprived of his liberty without 


some judicial investigation, an exception 
was made in cases where circumstances 
rendered a judicial investigation practi- 
cally impossible, as in the case, for 
instance, of a raving lunatic, who could 
not be brought before a magistrate. It 
was enacted that under such circum- 
stances an Urgency Order might be issved 
to meet the case. I am extremely sorry 


to say that the facilities given .by this 
form of procedure have been abused, and 
medical men have been found who have 
certified that such an order ought to be 
given when, in my opinion, there has 
been no ground whatever for it. 


In the 
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|interest of the liberty of the subject, 
‘amendment of the law is desirable. 
| Among other provisions, the Bill now 
before your Lordships provides that any 
medical man who eertifies the necessity 
of an Urgency Order shall give the 
| circumstances under which, and fully and 
specifically state the reasons why, 
'an Urgency Order is said to be neces- 
sary. I regard that as a very important 
reform in the administration of the 
lunacy law, and I trust that in the 
' present session of Parliament time will be 
found to pass this Bill. I have thought 
fit, althoughthis Bill has passed your Lord- 
ships’ House on two previous occasions, 
‘to make this statement, because, in my 
opinion, the Bill is not a mere amending 
i'measure but one of great public 
importance. 
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Read 24, and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR--CONTEM- 


PLATED MILITARY MEASURES. 
THe Eart or DUNRAVEN: My 


Lords, I beg to ask my noble friend the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
now in a position to make a statement as 
to the military measures Her Majesty’s 
, Government propose to take. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I have to thank your Lord- 
ships for the consideration you have 
shown me in allowing me to postpone 
‘until this evening what I have to say upon 
this most important subject. I gather from 
the observations which have been made in 
this House upon previous occasions that 
the points with regard to which your 
Lordships desire to be informed are these 
—first, to what extent have we, in send- 
ing out of this country large military 
forces for service in South Africa, de- 
‘nuded the United Kingdom of its proper 
garrison ; next, what steps are we taking, 
or have we taken, to secure the safety of 
these islands during the absence of these 
| large forces ; and, thirdly, I think your 
Lordships would like to know what 
forces are, or will be, at our disposal for 
the prosecution of those military opera- 


tions which we all, I am sure, desire to 


see carried toa decisive and to a satis- 
factory conclusion. I think I may, per- 
| haps, first state to the House what troops 
| are actually in or under orders for South 


' 
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Africa. 
war broke out we had a force of about 
23,000 men. To those we intended 
to add, for the purpose of offensive 
operations against the South African 
Republics, a field army of, in round 
figures, 50,000 men—that is, an army 
corps, a cavalry division, and troops for 
the lines of communication. 
assumed that that force would have 
to be concentrated in the Cape Colony 
and prepared for an advance by a 


South African War— 
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In the two colonies before the | 


We had ' 


date which I may state as the 23rd of the | 


month of December. We were led to 
take that date for this reason—that it 
was the earliest date by which we could 
look forward to eoncentrate in the Cape 
Colony the whole of the supplies and 
the whole of the land _ transport 
necessary for the advance of a con- 
siderable army. The 50,000 men did, in 
point of fact, arrive in South Africa before 
the appointed date, and as to the trans- 
port animals [ may say that the whole of 
the 15,000 mules which were required for 
the conveyance of the troops were col- 
lected in the Cape Colony or in Natal by 
the middle of the month of December. 
But, my Lords, before the time came at 
which we had looked forward to the com- 
mencement of the advance important 
events happened in South Africa. At the 
beginning of the month of November we 
became aware that for the original plan of 
a central operation by way of the Orange 
Free State there had been substituted 


other operations for the relief of Lady- | 


smith upon the eastern and of Kimberley 


upon the western side of the theatre of | 


operations, and there were alse subsidiary 
operations in the Cape Colony. General 
Clery and Lord Methuen commenced 
their respective advances on the 1&th of 
the month of November, and before the 
end of the month Lord Methuen had 
fought three pitched battles on the line of 
the railway leading towards Kimberley, 
followed by a fourth battle in the early 
days of the month of December. I men- 
tion this change in the plan of campaign 
not with any idea of suggesting that any 
other dispositions were preferable, but 
because I wish to impress upon the House 


how greatly the magnitude and the diffi- | 
culty of the task was increased by this | 


fundamental alteration. 
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considered sufficient for the one great 
central operation, and, in fact, we all know 
that things did not go well, and that both 
the relieving forces encountered checks 
and obstacles which led to the pro 
longation of the two relief opera. 
tions, and retarded for a very long 
time the commencement of the central 
advance which had always been regarded 
as the pivot of the whole campaign. 
These events led us to recognise at an 
early stage the necessity of adding 
largely to the forces in South Africa. 
All through the autumn and winter a 
steady stream of troops was poured inte 
the two colonies. During October 28,006 
men embarked from this country, during 
November 26,000, December 24,000, and 
January 25,000. And, in addition to the 
troops now in South Africa, there are 
under orders or on their way at_ this 
moment 50,000 further troops. Three 
divisions had left this country by the 
middle of November, the fourth division 
was in South Africa, the fifth division left 
in the last week of November, the sixth 
division in the latter part of December, 
and the seventh division in the beginning 
of January. These troops were accom- 
panied by those colonial contingents of 
whose admirable behaviour we have, [ 
am sure, all heard with the liveliest satis 
faction. They were followed by a certain 
number of Militia battalions. There 
were local forces raised upon the spot in 
both colonies, At a later stage we sent 
out that force of Imperial Yeomanry 
which had been raised with the assistance 
of the officers of the old Yeomanry—a 
force the whole 8,000 of which has, I am 
glad to say, now been raised. We are 
now sending out more Militia battalions 
up to a total of thirty battalions alto- 
gether, and I rejoice to hear that the 
colonial contingents are still following in 
considerable numbers. Taking all these 
troops together, we shall have before 
iong in South Africa, approximately 
speaking, no less than 200,000 men, of 
whom three-fourths, roughly speaking, 
have been sent out from this country. [ 
am, of course, not suggesting that the 
whole of this great force is one of which 
Lord Roberts can dispose or which he could 
at any moment place in the fighting line. 


I think it is} We all know what large deductions have 


obvious that, even if all had gone well; to be made from the grand total of a 
with the two relieving forces, those opera-| military force in order to arrive at the 


tions could not possibly have been carried 
on by a force of the dimensions which was 


| 


actual number of sabres and bayonets 


'whom the general in command can make 
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use of in the field, but I mention these 
large withdrawals of troops from this 
country because I think it is right the 
House should know the extent of the 
drain to which our resources at home 


South African War— 


have been subjected by these operations. | 


In these circumstances I do not think I 


shall be contradicted when I say that our | 
first duty seemed to us to be to make | 


arrangements for supplying what I might 
describe as the wear and tear of the 
South African army, and up to the 
present time I think we have done that 
not unsuccessfully ; 5,600 men were sent 
out as drafts in the month of December, 
and 2,700 in January. It may, perhaps, 


reassure your Lordships to hear that we | 
anticipate no great difficulty in supplying | 


the necessary drafts of what is probably 
as important as men—I mean of horses. 
We have found many new sources of 


supply, and from these sources we are | 


confident of being able to draw a number 
of horses sutlicient to supply the wants of 
the Army, even making allowance for the 
terrible inroads of horse sickness which 
we know is rife in that part of the world. 
We must, of course, anticipate very large 
further demands, and we have therefore 
to take stock of the resources from which 
those demands can be met. If I may run 
briefly through what I may describe as 
our military assets, I may state that of 
regular troops serving with the colours 
—the remaining battalions of infantry, 
the men at the depots, the soldiers who 
are left behind by the Line battalions 
as being of not sufficient age or 
service to go out, the remaining regiments 
of cavalry, the remaining horse and field 
artillery—of these we have 98,000 men 
at home altogether. In addition we have 
about 12,000 men of the Reserves, of whom 
we have not yet made use. That gives us 
in all 110,000 regular soldiers at home at 
this moment. It may perhaps interest 
the House to know that that number is 
almost exactly the same as the number 
which was serving with the colours this 
time last year. Then we have the 
Yeomanry, which, deducting the men 
whom it has contributed to the Imperial 
Yeomanry, numbers 7,000. We have of 
Militia of all arms, deducting those 
Militia battalions which have gone or are 
going to South Africa, 77,000 men. And 


we have Volunteers, deducting the com- | 


panies which the Volunteers have contri- 
buted to the Line battalions serving at 
the front, 215,000. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


(LORDS} 


That gives a grand 
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| total of 409,000 armed men serving in 
this country at the present time. I’think 
| some of the statements which we some- 
| times see made with regard to the alleged 
'absolute denudation of this country 
scarcely, perhaps, take sufficiently into 
account the large number of men which, 
in spite of all these demands, are still left 
to usin the British Islands. My Lords, 
| it is, of course, in a case of this kind not 
| sufficient merely to count heads or to 
/assume that every soldier in the country 
| is available for military purposes at the 
moment. Our business is to organise 
and equip what we have got, and to dis- 
tribute those forces in the most advan- 
tageous manner. Now, what are the 
requirements from these resources which 
it is our business to meet ? I think those 
requirements are threefold. We have, 
in the first place, to provide an army for 
home defence, by which I mean not 
merely troops stationed at garrisons 


and defensive positions, but a mobile 
army, which we would be able 
to transfer rapidly to any point 


which may at any moment be threatened. 
In the next place, we require the neees- 
sary garrisons for our forts and for the 
positions which under our mobilisation 
schemes have to be defended in case of 
attack. And, in the third place, we have 
to be prepared with sufficient reinforce- 
ments and with the means of replacing 
any troops which may be taken for the 
purpose of these reinforcements from 
within the limits of the mobile army. 
Now, my \ords, the first question which 
arises is—What should he the size of 
that mobile army? The matter was 
gone into twelve years ago, and it was 
then laid down very clearly in the 
Minute written by the then Secretary of 
State for War, Mr. Edward Stanhope, 
that after provision had been made for 
the defence of India and the colonies it 
was desirable that we should have a force 
of three army corps for home defence, 
two of these army corps being composed 
of Regulars, and the third partly of 
Regulars and partly of auxiliary troops, 
and that, subject to these considerations, 
two army corps should be available for 
service abroad. I have no doubt that 
what was then contemplated was that we 
should, after establishing our superiority 
at sea, be able to send in the later stages 
| of a war a moderate-sized army for offen- 
| sive purposes beyond the limits of these 


|» . 
‘islands. But, my Lords, circumstances 
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have changed a good deal since Mr. Stan- 
hope’s Minute was written. I cannot 
help thinking that there is something 
ironical in the present situation, in which 
we, the greatest maritime Power in the 
world, find ourselves at war with two 
little States which do no not own a boat’s 
crew between them, and which are con- 
sequently invulnerable by our powerful 
Navy. We are in the position of a 
strong man fighting with his right arm 
tied behind his back; but I hope, 
again, when we talk of the denudation 
of these islands, that we shall not for- 
get that that right arm is intact, and 
unimpaired, and stronger than it has ever 
heen in the history of the Empire. This 
exceptional combination of circumstances 
has thrown upon the Army exertions of 
the most arduous kind. We find our- 
selves in this position. We have to send 
out, not two army corps at the end of a 
war in order to drive home a blow struck 
in the first instance by the fleet, but we 
have to send out at the very beginning of 
the war nearly three army corps, with 
no assistance from the Navy except that 
assistance—and [ gladly acknowledge its 
value—which the Naval Brigades and 
Naval Artillery have been enabled to give 
tous on shore. Our first duty, I think, is 
to see that we are provided with a field 
amy of the dimensions laid down in 
[888—that is, a field army numbering 
about 130,000 men. That is the more 
necessary because a field army must be, 
as it were, the reservoir upon which we 
draw should it be necessary to send 
further reinforcements out of this country. 
In our opinion that army corps should 
have at least what I may describe as a 
backbone of Regular troops ; and as I am 
mentioning Regular troops, I may state 
to the House that it is our intention to 
add to the permanent strength of the Army 
twelve new Line battalions of infantry 
in addition to the three Line battalions 
which we are now raising under an aug- 
mentation of the Army decided on two 
years ago. That permanent increase of 
the Army is necessitated by the growing 
demands of our Imperial and colonial 
garrisons. We propose to add these new 
battalions as third and fourth battalions 
of existing line regiments. I have before 
stated in this House the reasons for which 
it seemed to me that the four-battalion 
organisation had very great conveniences, 
and I will not repeat them now. In order 
to form these battalions we shall draw 
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upon the surplus men of the first and 
second battalions—the men whom the 
first and second battalions have _ left 
behind — upon the reservists of the 
regiment, upon ex-soldiers desiring to re- 
enter the Army and serve on for pension, 
and, lastly, upon ordinary recruits. I 
may say, perhaps, with regard to ordinary 
recruits, that we have every reason to be 
satisfied with the manner in which re- 
cruiting has progressed during the 
last few months. It is perfectly 
clear that a war does not tend 
to make the Army unpopular. I may, 
perhaps, tell your Lordships that in 
October we took 4,395 recruits, in 
November 5,226, in December 3,798, and 
in January about 6,500 recruits, or a total 
of about 20,000 recruits in four months-— 
that is, 4,000 more men than in the corre- 
sponding four months of last year, which 
was supposed to be an extremely good 
recruiting year. I pass from infantry to 
artillery, and more particularly field 
artillery. Her Majesty's Government 
have, ever since they came into power, 
recognised the very great importance of 
that branch of the Army. We have 
already added no less than sixteen bat- 
teries to the Field Artillery, but we are 
convinced that a much larger increase is 
necessary. The part played by the 
artillery in the present war shows, I 
think, how necessary it is that we should 
be amply provided in this respect. There 
is also this consideration—that, having to 
depend for our home Army to a consider- 
able extent, at all events, upon auxiliary 
forces whose training is necessarily not as 
perfect as that of the Regular Army, we 
feel it is absolutely necessary that those 
auxiliary forces should be, if I may use a 
colloquial and customary expression, 
stiffened by the presence of a large force 
of Regular field artillery. After sending 
out the artillery of two army corps to 
South Africa we have the field artillery 
of one army corps left. Our proposal is 
to raise horse and field artillery for two 
more army corps—that is altogether 
thirty-six batteries of field artillery and 
seven batteries of horse artillery, or forty- 
three batteries altogether. When this 
increase has been effected we shall at any 
time be able to send our two army corps 
out of the country with a full complement 
of artillery, and at the same time to have 
at home the full horse and field artillery 
for three army corps. These new 
batteries will be formed partly by a 
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small nucleus taken from existing bat- 
teries, partly from artillerymen left be- 
hind by out-going batteries, partly from 


artillery reservists, partly from ex- 
artillerymen desiring to rejoin the 
Service. We also propose that a certain 


number of Volunteer artillerymen should 
be allowed to join the batteries upon a 
shortone year’stermof engagement. Imay 


say that the guns for these new batteries | 


have been ordered, and that it is our in- 
tention to add to the usual armament of 
15-pounder guns a certain number of 
batteries of howitzers. It is intended 
that in time of peace these batteries 
should be retained as cadres only, by 
which I mean that the muteriel will be 
always there, but the number of men 
would in time of emergency have to be 
specially expanded. I have only one 
word to say with regard to the cavalry. 


We require for the force I have indicated | 


fifteen regiments of cavalry. There are 
in the country eight regiments, and we 
propose to form four out of the reserve 
squadrons left by regiments that have 
gone abroad, and that the remainder of 
the cavalry force should be furnished by 
a brigade of Yeomanry specially trained 
for this purpose. We also propose an 
increase in the Royal Engineers, and a 
considerable increase in that most valu- 
able branch of the service, the Army 
Service Corps, the numbers of which are 
certainly insufficient at present. I pass 
from the Regular forces to the Auxihary 
forces. I think that one of the lessons of 
this war has been to show us what a 
great and valuable reserve power we 
possess in our Auxiliary forces. We have 
already drawn largely on the Militia, and 
I hear from my military advisers nothing 
but the warmest commendation both as 
to the manner in which that call has been 
responded to and as to the excellence of 
the Militia battalions themselves. We 
must, I think, insist upon a nucleus of 
Regular troops for our home Army, but 
for the bulk of it we must depend on the 
Auxiliary forces. I am sometimes told 
that these forces have been too little 
taken into account in the past. All I can 
say is that there is not at this moment a 
battalion of Militia or Volunteers which 
has not got a place assigned to it 


in the defensive system of the 
country. Some of them are told 
off for garrisons, some to the defence 
of the capital, some to columns 


intended for use at particularly vulner- 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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( able points ; and nothing is further from 
‘the thoughts of the military authorities 
| than to assign to them an unimportant or 
inglorious part in the duty of defending 
this country. If we are to depend largely 
on the Auxiliary forces it seems to me 
‘that we cannot take too great pains, on 
the one hand to increase their numbers, 
and on the other hand to add to their 
efficiency. I will take the Militia first. 
' A noble Earl below the gangway in the 
debate on the Address expressed his con- 
| viction that the time had come for 
'embodying the whole of the Militia. We 
do not differ from him in principle. We 
have already embodied seventy-three 
battalions, and we shall embody the 
remainder as soon as climatic conditions 
render it possible to put them under can- 
vas. At this moment our barracks are 
full, and there are objections, which, [| 
must say, seem to me to have some foree, 
to a large use of billeting for this 
purpose. In the spring we propose 
to form large camps at which the 
whole of the Militia will undergo 
a course of training. We shall pay par- 
ticular attention to musketry, and we in- 
tend that the battalions shall be provided, 
at the public expense, of course, with the 
necessary transport. I have of late had 
my attention a good deal directed to the 
great variety in the payments which are 
made to different of militiamen 
and to the corresponding variety in the 
liabilities under which they serve. We 
have the ordinary militiaman receiving a 
bounty of £1, for which he is liable to 
serve at home; the Militia reservist, who 
receives another bounty, and is liable to 
serve out of the United Kingdom with 
the Line battalion of his own territorial 
regiment ; and you have the — special 
service militiaman created under the Act 
of 1898, who also receives a bounty of 
£1 and is liable to be called out for 
service with any battalion or regiment. 
It strikes me, in the first place, that these 
bounties are not conceived on a very 
generous scale; and, in the next place, 
the conditions of service are needlessly 
complicated and puzzling. This matter 
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classes 


is not one which can be dealt 
with in a hurry; and I only 
mention it because I should like to 
convey to the House that we have 


this matter under our consideration, and 
that we shall endeavour to deal with it 
successfully. I hope in particular that 
|we may find it possible to do something 
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to alter the present position of the Militia | 
Reserve, which, though, perhaps, not un- 
popular with the men serving in it, is, I 
know, extremely unpopular with Militia 
officers. As immediate steps, we intend 
to give to the Militia, when out for 
training, that messing allowance which is 
now given to the Line, but which the 
Militia have not yet been allowed to re- 
ceive. Wealso propose to alter the rule 
under which a militiaman receives a 
bounty of forty-two days pay, whatever be 
the length of the period for which he is 
embodied. It seems to us clear that the 
bounty should vary according to the tax 
on the men’s time. Then I hope to ob- 
tain an increase in the bounty paid to a 
militiaman when he re-engages, and, in 
addition to that, I think we must offer 
inducements to encourage ex-militiamen 
to rejoin the force, provided, of course, 
that they have the proper physical quali- 
fication. The Militia is now 30,000 below 
its establishment. We have every hope 
that, by making the conditions of service 
more attractive, we shall be able to fill up 
that void. With regard tothe Yeomanry, 
we shall encourage them to enrol up to 
their full establishment, or beyond it, if 
the men are forthcoming. We propose 
that they shall have this year a month’s 
training under canvas ; that they shall be 
provided with transport ; and that the 
contingent allowance should be increased. 
As to the future of the force, I think it 
will oceur to many people that the role 
played by mounted infantry, and the 
manner in which the Imperial Yeomanry, 
which, as your Lordships know, is a force 
of mounted infantry, has been developed 
as an offshoot from the old Yeomanry, 
suggests that there may be room for im- 
provement in the organisation of the Yeo- 
manry force. But that is a matter 
which requires delicate handling ; and 


[ very gladly assure those noble 
lords in this House who are con- 
nected with the Yeomanry that we 


shall deal with it in a cautious and 
tactful spirit, and with every desire to 
carry the force with us and to respect its 
time-honoured traditions. I come now to 
the Volunteers. They have an establish- 
ment of 265,000 men, and their present 
strength is 221,000 or 43,000 below the 
establishment. I stated to the House the 
other evening that we intended to encour- 
age all Volunteer battalions to. recruit 
up to a strength of 1,000, and that, 
where still more men were forthcoming, 
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we should encourage the formation of 
second battalions, perhaps of a more 
moderate size. Then we find that there 
is, in some Volunteer forces, a great 
desire that a part of the battalion should 
be equipped and organised as mounted 
infantry. To that very laudable wish we 
shall certainly offer no obstacle. We 
shall encourage the movement, and shall 
be prepared to pay special rates of capita- 
tion wherever a Volunteer battalion is 
able to provide a mounted company. 
During the present summer there will be 
camps at which the Volunteers will 
undergo special training, and we have 
every hope that the whole force may he 
trained at such camps between the 
months of May and August. Musketry, 
of course, in the case of the Volunteers, 
deserves special attention, and connected 
with this question is that question of 
ranges about which I have been more than 
once questioned in this House. Your 
Lordships are aware of the immense diffi- 
culties with which that question is sur- 
rounded ; but I am not without hopes 
that we may be able to surmount them. 
I think iv possible that, with adequate 
precautions, some of the numerous ranges 
which have lately been condemned as 
unsafe for use with the present rifle might 
be made sufficiently safe, at any rate, at 
the shorter ranges ; and I hope that we 
shall be able to carry further an arrange- 
ment already in force under which the 
Government pays a subvention to corps 
whose means are insufficient to enable 
them to provide themselves at their 
own expense with suitable range ac- 
commodation. Then there is the 
Volunteer artillery. There are alto- 
gether ninety-eight batteries of Volunteer 
artillery. Of these some are armed with 
guns of position and others with field- 
guns—16-pounders. The whole of these 
guns are not of a modern type—I am 
afraid most of them deserve the descrip- 
tion obsolete. It is our intention to re- 
arm the Volunteer artillery with modern 
guns. To those now using guns of 
position, we propose to give those semi- 
mobile 4°7 in. guns, which have done 
such excellent service in South Africa, 
and which are apparently regarded as the 
most efficient guns of that description 
which we can find. In the hands of the 
rest we shall put modern field-guns. The 
Volunteer artillery will, like the rest of 
the Volunteers, be given an opportunity 
of undergoing a special training during 
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the present summer. Before I leave this 
subject, I may tell the noble Lord on the 
cross benches (the Earl of Wemyss) that 
we are quite prepared to encourage a pro- 
posal in which I know he takes a keen 
personal interest—the proposal that Volun- 
teers who have served for a certain 
number of years in a Volunteer corps 
should be allowed to enrol themselves as 
Volunteer reservists, and be given a grant 
of ammunition and facilities for using 
ranges. There is only one reservation 
which I must make as to that. We must 
be careful, in giving effect to a scheme of 
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this kind, to do nothing which would | 


interfere with the existing Volunteer 
battalions. We have done what I think 


is a reasonable thing under the circum 
stances. We have issued a circular to 
Volunteer officers asking them to give us 
the benefit of their advice as to the con- 
ditions under which this proposal might 
be carried out. One word with regard to 
the Militia and Volunteer officers. We 
think that they should be given further 
facilities for attending courses of instruc- 
tion, and that this should be done under 
financial conditions which will absolutely 
safeguard them against any inroad on 
their own private means. I may also 
say that Iam in hopes of being able to 
make an arrangement under which there 
will be appointed to the Headquarters 
Staff of the Army an officer or officers 
having special and practical familiarity 
with the administration of the auxiliary 
forces, who will be able to guide 
and inform us as to their peculiar wants 
and requirements. I trust that by 
measures of this kind we shall be able to 
add considerably to the popularity of the 
Yeomanry, Militia, and Volunteers ; but 
there is another source from which I think 
we may fairly look for a temporary acces- 
sion to the military strength of this 
country. There are amongst us in civil 
life a very large number of men who have 
completed the full time of service with 
the colours and the Reserve. A great 
many of these men are still in the prime 
of life. A soldier who enlists at eighteen 
and completes his twelve years service 
with the colours and the Reserve, is only 
thirty when he becomes a civilian. We 
are under the impression that there must 
be somewhere in the neighbourhood of 
170,000 men between the ages of twenty- 
five and forty-five upon whom we might 
draw for a special force for service in this 
country at the present moment. We pro- 

The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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pose to open the door to these men. We 
| propose to ask them to come to us for an 
engagement of one year, and for home 
service only. We shall, of course, give 
them a certain bounty for doing so, and 
if, as we hope, they come forward in con- 
siderable numbers, we shall form special 
reserve battalions of these men. Of 
course it is impossible for us to predict 
the number in which these men may be 
forthcoming, and the success of the experi- 
ment will depend a great deal on the ex- 
tent to which they are influenced by the 
great wave of patriotic feeling which is 
now sweeping over this country. We 
shall do our best to make their short term 
of service as attractive and as little 
onerous to them as possible. They are 
men who have all learnt their business as 
soldiers ; and in their case, therefore, it 
will be possible to dispense with those 
initial stages of the soldier’s training 
which are, I imagine, most irksome to 
them. We shall commence in the most 
promising centres ; and if, as I hope, we 
succeed in obtaining a _ considerable 
number of men, we shall have in this new 
reserve force a most valuable body from 
which to fill up in the home battalions 
any gaps which may be created by the 
withdrawal of troops for service in 
South Africa. It will, of 
occur to your Lordships that for these 
battalions, and also for the new Line 
battalions and new batteries of artillery 
which we intend to raise, we shall want a 
large number of officers, and I frankly con- 
fess to the House that the difficulty of 
obtaining officers in the proper mumber 
and of the proper quality seems to me to 
be one of the most serious, if not the most 
serious, with which we have to contend. 
We expect to draw them partly from the 
Reserve of Officers, of whom there are, I 
think, now 1,700, and for the rest we 
must depend upon promotions in the 
higher ranks, accompanied, of course, by 
the admission of a very large number of 
officers of subaltern rank in the lower. 
With this object we intend to offer com- 
missions to the Militia and Volunteers, to 
the Universities, and a small number to 
the public schools. We also intend to 
offer commissions to the colonies, from 
whom we have already received many 
excellent officers, and I am sure any one 
who knows, as I know, anything about 
the Military College at Kingston, Canada, 
will not doubt that officers taken from 
| that source are worthy to take their place 


course, 
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by the side of the very best officers of our | 
My Lords, amongst our other | greatest value. 


Army. 


proposals now being carried out is one | 
the hope that they will increase the popu- 
| larity and efficiency of the Reserve forces. 


dealing with the question of the stores 
and munitions of war of all kinds. As to 
that, I do not think I need say any more 
than that we have adopted it for our 
policy, not only to replace the large in- 
roads which have been made upon our 
stores of ail sorts, but also to build up the 
Reserves upon a much ampler scale than 
has hitherto been authorised. 
heen struck by the inadequacy of our 
reserves of many kinds of stores, and we 
are determined that we shall no longer be 
open to that reproach. I have omitted 
to mention one other point, which is that 
we hope to add to the number of men 
serving in our Line battalions upon the 
three years engagement. The num- 
her at present of three years men_ is 
limited, I think, to 100 men in each 
battalion. We attach great importance to 
this variation in the period of service, and 
for two reasons. In the first place, we 
believe that in taking men on the three 
years term we tap a different stratum of 
recruits, men who will not accept liability 
for a longer period of service. But that 
isnot all, The three years men contri- 
bute muck more rapidly to the Reserve 
than the men who stay longer with the 
colours, and we all know what an invalu- 
able stand-by the Reserve has been to us 
during these operations. I think I am 
right in saying that, whereas 100 three 
years men contribute about 90 men to 
the Reserve, 100 men who serve seven 
years only contribute 25. It is, there- 
fore, quite obvious that as a machine for 
manufacturing Reservists the three years 
men are much more valuable than men 
who serve for a longer term. I have 
given to your Lordships, as I had 
promised the noble Earl I would, an out- 
line, and only an outline, of our proposals. 
I may, perhaps, now be allowed to sum- 
marise in half.a-dozen words the more im- 
portant features of those proposals. They 
involve a very large increase indeed to 
our artillery-—to the Regular artillery, and 
an addition to the efficiency of the Volun- 
teer artillery. They also involve a con- 
siderable addition to the force of mounted | 
men available in the Army. There is, 
thirdly, the proposal which I sketched | 
just now for the employment of ex-soldiers | 
in short service battalions to be employed 
at home for one year only. That seems 
to me what might be described as an_ 


{12 Feprvuary 1900} 


|the Militia and Volunteers. 
We have | 


‘asked to 
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emergency measure—a change of the very 
Fourthly, we have a 
number of minor steps, all to be taken in 


The details of these latter proposals, I 
have no doubt, may strike some of your 
Lordships as trivial, but 1 do not think 
they will so strike those who have been 
at all familiar with the administration of 
We know 
that it is these small matters that make a 
great difference to the contentment of 
the force. My Lords, I may _ be 
state before I sit down 
what addition to the numbers’ we 
expect to get as a result of the changes 
which I have indicated. The question is 
not an easy one to answer, because it is 
quite clear that, relying as we do upon 


offering certain inducements, we can only 


conjecture the extent to which these in- 
ducements will be successful in achieving 
the desired purpose. But I may say this, 
that whereas the deficiency in the 
Auxiliary forces—where they fall below 
their establishment—is 76,000, we are 
hopeful that if we cannot make up the 
whole of that deficiency we shall at least 
reduce the deficiency by 50,000 men. 
From the new line battalions, from the 
new batteries of artillery, from the forces 
of Engineers and Army Service Corps, 
from the additional three-years men, and 
from the additional cavalry, we hope to 
draw about 30,000 men, and if it should 
be the case that we succeed in inducing 
the ex-soldiers of whom I spoke just now 
to accept our terms in considerable 
numbers I do not think it is inconceivable 
that 20,000 might be persuaded to accept 
service. If these anticipations—and they 
are mere conjectures—are realised, we 
may look forward to 100,000 men as. 
being the gross outcome of the proposed 
changes. Before I sit down may [I say 
one word on two omissions in my state- 
ment which [ dare say your Lordships 
have noticed. I said very little about 
organic changes. Where I have referred 
to them I have merely indicated the direc- 
tion in which our thoughts were moving. 
I do not think that it can be expected of 
us that in the midst of a war suchas that 
in which we are engaged we should 
attempt to carry out great organic 
changes. Your Lordships may also have 
noticed that throughout these remarks | 
have not once referred to the words 
ballot, or conscription, or compulsion. 
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I have once or twice had occasion to 
speak to your Lordships on that subject, 
and I have always said that it seemed to 
me that the time might come when we 
should have to resort to compulsion in 
some form. I have also said that in my 
helief it would he profoundly distasteful 
to the great mass of the people of this 
country, and that we can only resort to 
it after all other attempts to obtain the 
necessary number of men had failed. At 
this moment, when men are coming for- 
ward spontaneously in great numbers, 
when there is an amount of enthusiasm, a 
general and widespread desire throughout 
the Empire to bear a part in its defence, 
I do not think that this is a time for 
talking about compulsion in any form. 
What I venture to think is wanted at the 
present time is not compulsion but en- 
couragement. That encouragement we 


propose to give in the most ungrudging | 


spirit, and we believe that we shall be 
met half-way by the patriotism and reso- 
lution of the people of this country. 


Lorp SALTOUN: My Lords, [I do 
not rise to make a speech, but simply to 
ask for a word of explanation as to the 


Artillery. I did not understand whether | 


they were to be armed with the present 
15-pounders or with more modern quick- 
firing guns. 


*THE MAraQuress OF LANSDOWNE: 
They will be armed with 15-pounders of 
the latest and most modern type. 


Lorp WANTAGE: My Lords, I 
merely rise to express regret that the 
noble Marquess, in the course of his 
excellent and lucid explanation, did not 
give the House more information on the 
subject of the mobility of our Army, which, 
in my opinion, can only be increased by 
increasing the number of mounted 
infantry. I feel satisfied, whatever may 
be done, that the Yeomanry will never be 
persuaded to become mounted infantry. I 
think if the experts who are now serving 
in South Africa could tell us what is the 
lesson most learned in ourcampaign against 
these two Republics it 
advantage the Boers had obtained from 


being able to move their troops rapidly | 


from one place to another. The noble 
Marquess alluded to this subject very 
shortly, but I should have been glad if he 


had been able to tell us something more | 


definite and resolute with regard to it. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


would be the, 
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| The statement which has just been made 
'by the Secretary of State for War is 
to me, and I believe to every Member in 
the House, most gratifying. The noble 
Marquess has described the most extra- 
ordinary feat which has been achieved in 
conveying this large force from England 
to South Africa without, I believe, the loss 
of a single life, with hardly any loss of 
stores, and very few losses of transport, 
cavalry, and other animals. I think the 
next most interesting thing he told us was 
that we had still a large force under 
command at home which might still be 
used in South Africa. These are facts 
which give us the greatest confidence. 
The next point on which I should be glad 
to hear the noble Marquess’s opinion 
is whether some system—it has been 
often advocated in this House and in the 
other House—might be adopted by which 
all children in schools which are deriving 
State aid in teaching should be called 
upon to learn some form of military 
teaching from men with a perfect know- 
ledge of the matter. That, I believe, 
would be one of the most useful steps 
that could be taken. Difficulties have, I 
understand, arisen between the War 
Office and the Education Department 
which have hitherto prevented such a 
system being adopted. Only yesterday 
[ saw in the newspapers a statement made 
by the Rev. Dr. Wood, head master of 
Harrow, in which he says 


“ During the past year the school had done 
well in most branches of school life. Hedid not 
know whether the people of this country were 
within measurable distance of conscription, 


| but at Harrow they were going to impose on 


Harrovians a form of conscription by compelling 
all boys over fifteen henceforth to join the ritle 
corps.” 

I do not call that conscription, but I 
should be very glad to see it extended 
throughout our educational — establish- 
ments. The statement of the noble 
Marquess was very lucid, but it extended 
over so much ground that it is not 
possible to discuss it at present in all its 
bearings. We can consider it at our 
leisure and see what may be done to 
amend and improve it. 


Viscount GALWAY: My Lords, I 
think the time to enter into the whole 
question of the Yeomanry will be when 
| we have the full report of the officers now 
commanding in South Africa as to the 
service of this arm in the field. But for 
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the time being we have to make our- | 


selves as efficient as possible. I under- 
stood—I am not quite sure whether 


rightly or wrongly—from the _ state- 
ment of the noble Marquess that 


he proposed that the Yeomanry should 
go out this year for a month. He 
also said that a special grant was going 
to be given for mounted infantry 
in connection with the Volunteers. It 
costs the Yeomanry a large amount of 
money to go out even for fourteen days 
training, and under canvas it will cost 
more. If the Yeomanry are to go out 
tor a month, and at the same time recruit 
to increase their numbers, I would urge 
upon my noble friend the absolute 
necessity that the question of Yeomanry 
horses should be taken into consideration, 
and some allowance given for this pur- 
pose. If we are to increase our numbers 
we shall have men who can ride and 
shoot, but who are not in a position to 
keep horses for themselves, which is 
necessary at the present time. I am sure 
we are all anxious to do our best to 
promote the efficiency of the Auxiliary 
torces. We know thoroughly the feeling 
of those with whom we have worked for 
many years, and it might, I think, tend 
to the smoother and better working of 
the scheme sketched out by the noble 
Marquess if we were enabled to make 
suggestions when it comes to details. _ If 
we do recruit up to our maximum strength 
I hope it will not be a case of recruiting 
in a hurry, and throwing the men over in 
six months or a year. If that is done it 
will do more to discourage than to en- 
courage them. 


Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: My Lords, I 
rise to say a few words with regard to 
the Volunteer force, and to make a sug- 
gestion. It is evident that if you were 
to call out any large number of Volunteers 
you would be interfering with a number 
of trades and businesses, and it has struck 
me that what we require are service 
battalions, officered by Regulars, one of 
which should be provided by each five 
battalions of Volunteers. Each company 
might be quartered at some centre, and 
should have a month’s training each year, 
for which they should be paid. You 


{12 Fesruary 1900} 


war is ended. 


would then have a service battalion fed | 
by five battalions which would be able to 
move to any part of the country, and 
which would be very valuable indeed if 
the Volunteers were to be called out. As 


| few months had been: comparatively. dis- 
! 
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to the Artillery, I hope that the arma- 
ments for the Volunteers, as well as for 
the Militia, will be of the latest and best 
pattern, and that the force will be kept 
efficient in horses and men throughout the 
year. 


THE Earn or DUNRAVEN: My 
Lords, it is impossible to. adequately- 
discuss the interesting statement which 
has been made to-night by the noble 
Marquess without having some little time 
to consider and digest it, and as I have no 
doubt the House would. like to discuss it 
later on I shall certainly postpone any 
remarks I might like to make. I will 
only ask the noble Marquess whether he 
will consider the advisability of laying the- 
facts and figures he has mentioned on the 
Table as a Parliamentary Paper, and 
having them printed and circulated. I 
was delighted to hear that the Volunteer 
artillery are to be armed with modern 
instead of obsolete guns, but the noble 
Marquess made no mention whatever of 
the Militia artillery. I do. not know 


'exactly the nature of the weapon with 


which they are armed at present, but if 
there is any intention of supplying them 
with more modern guns I shall be glad to: 
hear it. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
have no intention, even if I were able, of 
entering into a detailed criticism of the- 
proposals of the noble Marquess. I will 
confine myself to their practicability. | 
think the weak point in the Marquess’s. 
observations was contained in a very 
pregnant sentence towards the close of his. 
speech. After giving certain results that 
he hoped to obtain in the way ofrecruiting,. 
he said all this was, mere conjecture. 
Then it seems to me that the whole 
scheme of the noble Marquess, as regards 
practical results, rests on mere conjecture. 
The noble Marquess said that recruiting 
forthe last few months had been eminently 
satisfactory. Naturally, it would be: 
eminently satisfactory, for the country is 
now ina very hot fit, and I hope it may 
remain in a hot fit, at any rate until the 
But it.is common experi- 
ence that a hot fit is succeeded by a cold 
fit, and then recruiting may not be so. 
satisfactory. So recently as July last 
the noble Marquess stated in this House 
that the recruiting returns for the last 








1187 South African Voar— 


appointing. The noble Marquess said in 
July— 


“We are endeavouring to increase the Army 
iby 25,000 men, and of these we had, by the 
beginning of the year, succeeded in obtaining 
12,000 ; 5,000 of these, it is true, we obtained 
from the Army Reserve. At this moment we 
are making little or no progress in bringing 
about that augmentation of the strength ot 
the Army whic +h we had hoped to effect ‘within 
three years from the time when it was sane- 
tioned by Parliament.” 


It does not seem to me that the noble 
Marquess has a great deal to go upon 
when he suggests that we shall have any- 
thing like an addition of 100,000 men of 
all arms asa result of the scheme now 
laid before the House. It appears to me 
that the noble Marquess has grappled 
very insufficiently with this great question 
of recruiting. I dare say some of his pro- 
posals will result in an increase in the 
number of recruits. But I notice, for 
instance, he does not say one single word 
‘with regard to increasing the inducements 
to enlist in the direction I have often 
suggested to him in this House and out 
of it—namely, in the direction of giv- 
ing a man, while he is with the colours, 
such an education and training as will 
make him more efficient, and not less 
efficient, to earn a livelihood in the open 
market when he has completed his term 
of service. This is no doubt a very big 
question, but I hope it will receive the 
serious consideration of the noble 
Marquess. There is another matter. If 
we have the large increase of the Army 
which is anticipated, how is it proposed 
to accommodate the men? The noble 
Marquess has stated that the barracks are 
now full, but he has not suggested any 
large scheme, although I suppose there is 
one in the air, for building new ones. 
Again, the noble Marquess said it would 
‘be very difficult to get officers for the 
Volunteers and the Militia. I doubt 
myself whether he will not find it still 
more difficult to fill up the ranks i 

those forces when the war is brought, as 
I hope it will be at no distant time, to a 
successful conclusion, and when the 
laudably hot fit is succeeded, as no doubt 
it will be, by a colder fit. I have not 
made these remarks in any spirit of 
hostility to the suggestions of the noble 
Marquess, which were, perhaps, as good 
as was possible under the circumstances. 
I merely say that it does seem to me that 
.there are many practical difficulties in the 
Lord Monkswell. 





{LORDS} 


rather a half-hearted one. 
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way of carrying out a scheme which does 
not appear to be larger than is necessary 
for the defence of the country. 


EarL BROWNLOW: My Lords, | 
desire to say a word or two with regard 
to the Volunteers. A great deal has been 
said about the artillery ‘and inere asing the 
number of Volunteers, but not one word 
has been uttered as to the transport. I 
am perfectly aware that it is proposed to 
try an experiment in this direction, but 
at the same time that experiment is 
rather a small one, and, if I may say so, 
I trust that in 
carrying out the proposals he has brought 
before the House, the noble Marjuess 
will not omit to give his best considera- 
tion to the exceedingly important ques- 
tion of transport. I agree with my noble 
friend Lord Wantage that it is most 
important that drill and the theory of 
shooting should be taught in our schools, 
and the boys might even be allowed to 
practise shooting with great advantage to 
themselves and without danger to their 
neighbours. I do not think, however, 
that this is a matter in which the War 
Office can take the initiative, but I hope 
that when any scheme is laid before them 
the noble Marquess will see his way to 
give it his most kindly consideration. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I have not the slightest intention 
of going into the details of the scheme 
which the noble Marquess has so clearly 
explained, but I wish to say a word upon 
one or two points. Although I entirely 
recognise the necessity of having recourse 
to immediate expedients in order to 
supply the forces that are necessary for 
the defence of the country at the present 
time, and to supply any additional re- 
inforcements that may be required during 
the progress of the war in South Africa, 
I hope that this will be kept in mind— 
that, as far as possible, subject of course 
to these two essential considerations, the 
arrangements made will be such as will 
facilitate further changes which hereafter 
we shall come to consider in regard to the 
general organisation of our forces.  Other- 
wise, some of the temporary arrangements 
made, instead of facilitating the further 
changes that may be necessary, might 
stand in their way. One other observation 
is this. Although I have never taken any 
part in the subject of the military organi- 
sation of this country, I have always felt 








s1C 
M 
eft 
be’ 


for 
de 
th 
ex) 
ha 
ob 
yo 


reg 
ha 
of 

ma 
mo 
ine 
for 


shi 
Mil 
effi 
ita 


i 
nol 
the 
the 
mal 
We 
ap 
to « 
Was 
ton 
sho} 
fore: 
vian 
You 
Hui 
he s 
if [| 
Tha 
of t 
Arn 
awe 
*T 
Lor 
whic 








L188 


does 
sary 


is, I 
gard 
been 
x the 
word 
ie | 
d to 
but 
it is 
y 80, 
at in 
ught 
juess 
dera- 
ques- 
noble 
most 
‘y of 
100ls, 
“d to 
ge to 
their 
ever, 
War 
hope 
them 
ay to 


My 
ntion 
heme 
early 
upon 
tirely 
ourse 
er to 
‘y for 
‘eset 
1 re- 
uring 
frica, 
ind— 
ourse 
s, the 
; will 
safter 
(0 the 
)ther- 
nents 
rther 
night 
ration 
n any 
rgani- 
s felt 








1189 South African War— 


a strong desire that the Militia force | 
should be made thoroughly efficient, and 
I do not see why at the present moment, 
even though we have to make various 
temporary arrangements, we cannot con- | 
sider it an opportune time for placing the 

Militia on a thoroughly permanent and 

efficient footing. Itisa force that stands 

hetween the Regular forces and the 

Volunteers, and it is, to my mind, the 

force upon which you must eventually 

depend for the defence of this country in 

those cases—I am afraid that with the 

extension of our responsibilities they will 

happen more often—where you may be 

obliged to send away a very large part of 

your Regular forces. You ought to have 

a thoroughly efficient Militia, both as 

regards numbers and organisation. [| 

have no desire to enter upon the question 

of what future changes in our organisation 

may be found desirable; but at this | 
moment, when the country has a great 

inclination to support you in any measure 

for the increase of our military strength, 

I cannot see any reason why this occasion 

should not be taken for placing the 

Militia on that permanent footing of 

efficiency which I have long desired to see 

it attain, 


EarL NELSON: My Lords, as the 
noble Lord has drawn our attention to 
the Militia I am particularly reminded of 
the fact that I was present in this House, 
many years ago, when the great Duke of 
Wellington made a speech in reference to 
a proposal of the Government of the day 
to organise and call out the Militia. It 
was the last speech the Duke of Welling- 
ton made in this House, and it was a very 
short one. He said-— 


_ “My Lords, the Militia is a constitutional 
foree. The battle of Waterloo, that battle of 
giants, was fought by Militiamen.” 


Your Lordships will find that speech in 
Hansard. As the noble Duke sat down 
he said, in my hearing 


_ “Tt would have been a very different thing 
if [ had had my old army.” 


That is testimony not only tu the value 
of the Militia, as a supplement to the 
Army, but also to the advantage of having | 
a well-trained army as well. 


*THE MARQUESS OF GRANBY: My 
Lords, I am confident that the words 
which have fallen from the noble 


‘ 
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Marquess the Secretary of State for 
War in regard to the Militia will be 


heard with extreme pleasure by that 
force. 


For some years the Militia have, 
if I may use the term, been under a cloud, 
but they have come through the present 
crisis with success and with satisfaction 
to the public. The noble Marquess in his 
statement said that Volunteer artillery- 
men were to be allowed, under certain 
circumstances, to undergo a year’s training 
with the batteries of the Regular artillery 
about to be raised. I do not think he 
said anything with regard to the 
possibility of Militia artillerymen being 
allowed any privileges in that respect. 


[ would venture to hope that the 
opportunity which is to be given 
to the Volunteer artillery in this 


direction should also be given to 
the Militia artillery. The Volunteer 
artillery are, quite rightly, going to be 
supplied with new guns of the best 
pattern. I venture to think that the 
Militia are in even greater want of new 
guns than the Volunteers, and I trust 
that the Militia artillery will be included 
in any scheme of rearmament. The noble 
Marquess’s remarks with regard to the 
simplification and amplification of the 
Militia bounty and pay will be received 
with gratification by that force. The 
subject is a somewhat complicated one at 
present. The question of ranges is, per- 
haps, one of the most important of all 
the subjects raised to-night, and [ hope 
that care will be taken that there shall be 
no undue extension of overground ranges ; 
otherwise it will be quite as dangerous to 
move about country districts as it is at 
the present moment on the veldt in South 
Africa. I believe that in many cases a 


very efficient system of shooting might be 


introduced by the adoption of under- 


| ground ranges for Morris tube practice. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I should like to say a word with regard 


to the subject of ranges, which has just 


been raised by the noble Marquess (the 
Marquess of Granby). One thing that 
has been made apparent during the pro- 
ceedings of the last four months is the 
strength in defence of a mobile force of 
men who know the country and who are 
good shots. I do not believe our 
opponents, the Boers, are anything more 
than fairly good shots. The difficulty of 
providing ranges owing to the new rifle 
has, in my opinion, been greatly 
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exaggerated. In the first place a man 
can learn the best part of rifle shooting 
by shooting at short ranges. In old days, 
when you had a rifle with a considerable 
recoil, there was a great deal to be said 
in favour of mi king aman shoot with 
the full charge he would have on service, 
so as to accustom him to the recoil; but 
in these days, when the recoil of the rite 
has disappeared, any man who is gifted 
by providence with good sight can very 
quickly be taught to aim correctly at the 


target. What is difficult is to teach men 
how to let off the rifle. It is not a 


question of aim, but a question of holding 
the rifle absolutely still while the trigger 
is pressed. Al] the necessary knowledge 
of letting off a rifle can be taught at 100 
yards range just as well as at 1,000 yards. 
If you will insist that no man shall be 
allowed to shoot at a long range until he 
can shoot straight at a short range you 
will have gone a long way towards the 
solution of safe rifle ranges ; because, if a 
man really can shoot straight, I do not 
think he is very likely to miss the butt 
which protects the targets, even at the 
most dangerous ranges. If you will 
insist that your tyro in shooting should 
fire at small targets at short ranges he 
will quickly become a very efficient shot. 
So far as I have been able to judge, from 
what I have read in the newspapers, all 
the effective rifle fire in the present war 
has been rifle fire at short range. If our 
soldiers are made good shots at short 
ranges I do not think there will be any 
difficulty in supplying the whole country 
with ranges. 


THE Ear or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I do not propose to enter into a discussion 
of the proposals of my noble friend. All 
I wish to say is that this is the greatest 
opportunity that has occurred in my life- 
time for putting our military resources 
upon a sound foundation. I venture to 
think that my noble friend has failed to 
do this. The noble Marquess has given 
usreally theplay of “Hamlet” with Hamlet 
blotted out. He is building garrets and 
upper storeys, and putting on the chimney- 
pots, but he is neglecting to look after the 
foundation of our “military system. What 
is its foundation? I heard with the 
greatest satisfaction the remarks which 
fell from the noble Earl the Leader of 
the Opposition (the Earl of Kimberley). 
He told us what the foundation of our 
military system is—namely, a permanent 
Lord Tweedmouth. 


{LORDS} 


‘and full Militia. 
of making that Militia full—tI appeal to 


_ accept 
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There is only one way 


my noble friend and the illustrious * Duke 
near me (the Duke of Cambridge) to bear 
me out—and that is by enforcing the 
existing Militia Law which you annually 
suspend. I feel so strongly that this is 
the time when the people are prepared to 
anything which will make the 
nation permanently secure that I propose, 
on some convenient day next week, to 
move the following resolution, and I hope 
to get the noble Earl the Leader of the 
Opposition to second it—namely : 


“That this House, having heard the 
proposals of the Government for strength- 
ening our military forces and arma- 
ments, is of opinion that, inasmuch as our 
military system rests on the Militia ballot, 
it is essential, looking to military efficiency 
and the permanent safety of our country, 
that the ancient constitutional law of com- 
pulsory service for home defence, and 
home defence only, be at once put in force 
in such modified form as will effect its 
purpose without weighing unduly upon 
the people.” 


Lorp RAGLAN : My Lords, I rise to 
express the hope that the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for War, in raising 
reserve battalions from ex-soldiers now to 
be found among the civil population, will 
endeavour not to do anything which 
might impair the efficiency of the Militia 
by tempting men out of its ranks. 


A Nos.E Lorn: A great deal has been 
said about mounted infantry. Mounted 
infantry, so called, would be of hardly any 
use if the men were not thorougly well 
trained and practised in riding. A cavalry- 
man who knows how to ride and groom a 
horse would be far more useful if he were 
thoroughly well taught to shoot with the 
rifle than an infantyman who, as soon as 
he had fired his rifle, was liable to tumble 
off his horse. I think this is a matter 
which should be considered. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I will not anticipate the 
dehate which the noble Earl on the cross 
benches proposes to raise on the question 
of the Militia ballot, but I may, perhaps, 
say half a dozen w ords in regard to some 
of the criticisms, and I have certainly no 
reason to complain of them, which have 
been made on my statement. Lord 
Wantage commented on the absence of a 
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sufficient reference to mounted infantry. 


I thought I had certainly on two occasions | 


in my speech mentioned our desire to in- 
crease that arm of the service; but I 
repeat that we have under consideration 
the expediency of treating the Yeomanry 
[ will not say as mounted infantry, but 
more as mounted 
present. 
teer corps to form mounted companies, 
and at this moment a considerable 
portion of the infantry of the Line 
are trained as mounted infantry ; 
and we shall continue to do that to the 
same extent and, I hope, even toa greater 
extent than before. The noble Lord also 
spoke of the desirability of giving some 
form of military education in our public 
schools. I must say that suggestion com- 
mendsitself very much to me, and I am able 
to say that the Education Department and 
the War Office are already in correspond- 
ence on the subject. Lord Blythswood 
made a suggestion which I did not quite 
catch with regard to service battalions, 
but I have no doubt he will be kind 
enough to explain that to me privately. 
Ile expressed the hope that the guns with 


which we propose to arm the Volunteer | 
artillery will be of the best type. I) 


gladly give him that assurance. 


They 
will consist partly of 


semi-mobile 


guns of the 4°7 calibre and partly of- 


modern field guns. My noble friend 
Lord Dunraven made a suggestion that 
the facts and figures which I had men- 
tioned might be printed and circuiated. 
I do not quite. know which figures he 
referred to, but it is possible he may be 
able to find the information he requires 
in the reports which the public press may 


be good enough to give of what I have | 
Lord Dunraven also | 


said this evening. 
made a suggestion that the Militia artil- 
lery ought not to be overlooked in any 
scheme of rearmament. 


artillery are employed as fortress artillery 


with the existing armaments at 


so speaking. A noble Lord on the front 


bench opposite took me to task on the | 


ground that my figures were conjectural ; 
but if he can indicate any method by 
which it is possible to present anything 
but conjectural figures, I should be very 
much obliged to him. 


where you rely on voluntary service the | forces as well as to the Regulars. 


{12 Fepruary 1900} 


infantry than at, 
We desire to encourage Volun- 


My impression | 
is that the great bulk of the Militia | 
‘taken very severely to task, and it is 
the | 
fortresses, and that there are not many 
batteries of Militia artillery guns strictly | 
for the view, and particularly with the 
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| can tell whether the inducements held out 
will be sufficient or insufficient. 


Lord MONKSWELL: What I sug- 


gested was that the inducements were not 


| 


| sufficient. 


*THE MARQUESS oF LANSDOWNE: 
All I can say is that recruiting is going on 
extremely well. The noble Lord sug- 
gested that soldiers while serving with the 
colours should be put through some 
course of education to fit them for civil 
life. That would be very good for the 
soldier when he .left the Army, but I 
question whether the prospect of spending 
several hours a week in school is one 
which would attract a great many recruits 
to the Army. The Leader of the Opposi- 
tion expressed a hope that we would not 
take, any emergency steps which would 
stand in the way of any well-considered 
reforms which may seem necessary here- 
after. We shall endeavour to do nothing 
which will stand in the way of any 
schemes for the improvement of the Army 
which the experience of this war 
may lead us to take into consideration 
later in the year. I quite agree with 
what fell from the noble Earl as to the 
position which ought to be assigned to 
the Militia forces in the military system 
of this country. We fully recognise that, 
and we shall do everything in our power 
to fit the Militia to fill their place as 
adequately as possible. Some mention 
was made by the noble Marquess (the 
Marquess of Granby) and by my noble 
friend Lord Tweedmouth as to the ques- 
tion of ranges. I think there was a great 
deal of force in what fell from Lord 
Tweedmouth. I am under the impression 
that we may have been rather too 
pedantic in our inspection of ranges ;_ but 
it must be considered that if some 
unfortunate person gets hit by a stray 
bullet the War Office are likely to be 


therefore not unnatural that the inspection 
should err on the side of strictness. I 
believe there is a great deal to be said 


new rifle, that it may be sufficient to lay 
more stress on musketry instruction at 
short ranges, leaving the long-range 
shooting for the central ranges we are 
endeavouring to secure and which we 


In point of fact, | shall make accessible to the Auxiliary 


Lord 


figures must be conjectural, and no one | Raglan expressed the hope that in raising 


2¥Y 


VOL. LXXVIII. [FourtH Srriss.] 








1195 Private Bill 


Reserve battalions from ex-soldiers now to 
be found among the civil population we 
should endeavour not to do anything 
which might impair the efficiency of the 
Militia. That is a most reasonable 
suggestion, and I will see that it is borne 
in mind. Lord Galway asked what our 
intentions are with regard to the payment 
of the Yeomanry should they be invited 
to undergo a longer period of training 
than usual this year. In that case the 
contingent allowance will certainly be 
reconsidered. 


Viscount GALWAY: And an extra 
grant be given to men who bring their 
own horses ! 


*THE Marquess of LANSDOWNE: 
I will take care that that suggestion is 
fully considered. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Six of the clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 12th February, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in respect of the 
Bills comprised in the List reported by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means as in- 
tended to originate in the House of Lords, 
they have certified that the Standing 
Orders have been complied with in the 
following cases, viz. :— 


Imschenetzky’s (Uralite) Patent. 
Maryport Harbour. 
National Markets 
Workshops. 
Walsall Corporation. 


and Stores and 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS. 


Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select | 


Committee on Standing Orders. 


BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE'S, AND 
LYTHAM TRAMWAYS. 
Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


{COMMONS} 
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SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS. 
Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
| Committee on Standing Orders. 


Business. 


POLICE AND IMPROVE. 


MENT BILL. 

“To authorise the Lord Provost, 
Magistrates, and Town Council of the 
City and Royal Burgh of Aberdeen to 
make certain bridge and street improve- 
ments, to confer upon them new powers 
with respect to police matters, streets, 
and buildings ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 


ABERDEEN 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE AND DISTRICT 
WATER TRUST BILL. 

“To constitute and incorporate a water 
trust for the burghs of Coatbridge and 
Airdrie and the districts adjacent thereto 
in the county of Lanark to transfer to 
and vest in such trust the undertaking of 
the Airdrie and Coatbridge Water Com- 
pany ; and for other purposes,” read the 
tirst time ; to be read a second time. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Com- 
pany,” read the first time ; and _ referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
BEDFORD GAS BILL. 


“To confer further powers on the 
Bedford Gas Light Company,” read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


AND COUNTY DOWN 


RAILWAY BILL. 

“To authorise the Belfast and County 
Down Railway Company to construct a 
railway from Newcastle to join the rail- 
way of the Great Northern Railway 
Company (Ireland) at Ballyroney ; to run 
over and use a portion of the railway of 
that company ; to enter into working and 
‘other agreements with that company ; to 
confer further powers upon the company 
| with reference to steam vessels, and 
‘further powers in connection with their 
undertaking ; and for other purposes,” 
‘read the first time, and referred to the 
|Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
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BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. Railway Company ; and for empowering 

“To authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, them to construct a railway from Verney 
and Citizens of the city of Bradford, in Junction, in the county of Buckingham, 
the county of York, to construct addi- to Towcester, in the county of Northamp- 
tional tramways in and near the city ; to ton; and for other purposes,” read the 
acquire lands for the protection of their first time ; to be read a second time. 
water supply ; to purchase the under- 
takings of the Clayton, Allerton, and CHARING CROSS AND STRAND 
Thornton Gas Company, the North ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
Bierly Gas Company, the Eccleshill and “To empower the Charing Cross and 
Bolton Gas Company, and the Airedale Strand Electricity Supply Corporation, 
Gas Company ; to purchase gas from the Limited, to construct a generating station 
Drighlington and Gildersome Gas Light in the parish of West Ham, and to lay 
Company: to make further provision for mains connecting their generating stations, 
the health and good government of the and to acquire lands, and to construct a 
city ; and for other purposes,” read the short line of railway ; and for other pur- 
first time ; to be read a second time. poses,” read the first time; and referred 

to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

BRAY AND ENNISKERRY RAILWAY _ Bills. 


“To empower the Bray and Enniskerry CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND 
Railway Company to make certain ex- HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL. 


tensions of their authorised railway, and“ To extend the powers of the Charing 
to work same by electrical power; and Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 
for other purposes,” read the first time; Company ; and for other purposes,” read 
and referred to the Examiners of' the first time; and referred to the 


Petitions for Private Bills. Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. CHELSEA WATER BILL. 
“To empower the Mayor, Aldermen, “To confer further powers upon the 


and Burgesses of the county borough of Governor and Company of Chelsea Water- 
Brighton to construct and work tram- works ; to declare valid the creation and 
ways ; to erect generating stations ; and issue by them of certain shares and stock 
for other purposes,” read the first time; and the payment of dividends thereon ; 
to be read a second time. and for other purposes,” read the first 

time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
BRITISH GAS LIGHT CC IMPANY P stitions for Private Bills. 
(STAFFORDSHIRE POTTERIES) BILL. , 

“For empowering the British Gas CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE BILL. 
Light Company, Limited, to erect new) «To enable the Cheshire Lines Com- 
works and to expend further capital at mittee to make a new railway ; to acquire 
their Staffordshire Potteries Station,” read additional lands: to stop up certain 
the first time; and referred to the streets ; and for other purposes,” read the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. fis time - and referred to the Examiners 

of Petitions for Private Bills. 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY BILL. 3 Fas, : ? 

“To extend the time for the com-, ©fTY AND SOl — en eee 
pulsory purchase of lands and for the 
construction and completion of the 
Brompton and Piceadilly Circus Railway ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ;and referred to the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


ILL. 


“To amend the City and South London 
‘Railway Act, 1893,” read the first time : 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC 


BUCKINGHAM, TOWCESTER, AND LIGHTING BILL. 


METROPOLITAN JUNCTION RAIL- “To empower the City of London 
WAY BILL. | Electric Lighting Company (Limited) to 
“For incorperating the Buckingham, | acquire lands and work generating 
rea | 


” 


Towcester, and Metropolitan Junction stations ; and for other purposes, 
3¥3 
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the first time ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS) 


sha. 


“To empower the Corporation of the | 


City of London to acquire and maintain 
Finsbury Cireus Gardens as an open space, 
and to acquire Spitalfields Market, with 
power to maintain or sell. or lease 
the same; to) purchase lands for 


various purposes, and to adopt and apply | 
to | 


the Baths and Washhouses Acts ; 
establish a Crematorium at Ilford Ceme- 
tery ; to make further and better accom- 
modation for the laying of pipes, wires, 
and other apparatus in, over, or under 
streets ; to confer further powers upon the 
Corporation with respect to the control of 
streets and structures across streets and 


{COMMONS} 


the fixing of apparatus for public lighting | 


in streetss; to make further provisions for 
the health and good government of the 
City and of the open spaces therein ; to 
enable persons elected to Corporate Offices 
in the City to retire therefrom ; to em- 
power the Corporation’to borrow money ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


“To authorise the Clontarf Urban Dis- 


other purposes,’ 





Business. 


| and to confer further powers on them in 

regard to streets, buildings, and sewers, 
_and the health, local government, and 
improvement of the city ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE. 
MENTS BILL 

“To authorise the Corporation of 
Croydon to construct additional tram 
ways and to work the tramways in the 
borough ; to execute certain street im- 
provements ; to make further provision 
'for the government and for the preserva- 
| tion of the health of the inhabitants of 
the county borough of Croydon ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
“To extend the City of Dublin ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 


DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 

“For incorporating and _ conferring 
powers upon the County of Durham Elec- 
tric Power Supply Company ; and for 
’ read the first time ; to 


' be read a second time. 


trict Council to construct works for sew- | 


age and drainage purposes, to erect a sea 
wall, to acquire lands, to borrow moneys ; 


and for other purposes,” read the first | 


time ; to be read a second time. 


COLONIAL BANK BILL. 
“To increase the limit of the note 
issue of the Colonial Bank ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and re- 


ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for | 


Private Bills. 


COUNTY OF LONDON AND BRUSH 
PROVINCIAL ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
BILL. 


“To authorise the County of London 
and Brush Provincial Electric Lighting 
Company, Limited, to purchase lands 
and construct generating stations ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


COVENTRY CORPORATION BILL. 


“To empower the 
Coventry to make certain street works, 


EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 

“ To authorise the East London Water- 
works Company to construct additional 
storage reservoirs and other works ; to 
take further water from the river Thames 
in cases of exceptional drought and other 
emergency ; to raise further money ; and 


for other purposes,” read the first time ; 


and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


' for Private Bills. 


Corporation of | 


EXETER CORPORATION BILL. 

“To extend the city and county of the 
city of Exeter; to unite the parishes 
within the extended city into one parish ; 
to authorise the reconstruction of the Exe 
Bridge and the construction of certain 
street works ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 


FARNWORTH URRAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

“To empower the Urban District Coun- 
cil of Farnworth to construct additional 
tramways and to work tramways, and to 
make further provision for the good 
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government of the said district ; and for | 


other purposes,” read the first time ; to_ 
be read a second time. 


{12 Fepruary 1900} 


Business. 1202 


Hertford County Council, and the Epping 
Rural District Council and other parties ; 
and to authorise the company and the 


said County Council and District Council 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL 
GAS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 
GAS COMPANIES BILL. 

“For making further provision as to 
testing the illuminating power of gas 
supplied by the Gas Light and Coke, the 
South Metropolitan Gas, and the Com- 
mercial Gas Companies in the Adminis- 
trative County of London, and for regu- 
lating the supply by those companies of 
prepayment meters and fittings in con- 
nection therewith; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 

COKE COMPANY 
“To enable the Gas Light and ‘Coke 

Company to raise additional moneys and 

to purchase, take and huld lands ; and 

for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


GAS LIGHT AND 


GLASTONBURY AND STREET GAS 
BILL. 

“For incorporating and _ conferring 
powers on the Glastonbury Street and 
District Gas Company; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 

Scag GAS 

“To empower the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the Borough of Glas- 
tonbury to supply gas, and to provide for 
the transfer of the undertaking of the 
Glastonbury Gas and Coke Company, 
Limited, to the Corporation; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to 
he read a second time. 


GLASTONBURY 


GRANTHAM GAS BILL. 

“To confer further powers on the 
Grantham Gas Company ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

“To authorise the Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company to make further railways, 
widenings, and works; to confirm an 
agreement between the company and the 


to construct roads in accordance there- 
with ; to extend the time for the purchase 


‘of lands for and for the completion of 


part of an authorised railway ; to confer 
further powers upon the company ; to 
provide for the transfer to the company 
of the undertaking of the Northern and 
astern Railway Company ; and for other 


| purposes,” read the first time; and re- 


ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 


| Private Bills. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 


“To confer further powers upon the 
Great Northern Railway Company,” read 
the first time; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 


NORTHERN RAILWAY 
LAND) BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Great Northern Railway Company (Ire- 
land),” read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


GREAT (IRE- 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
“For conferring further powers upon 
the Great Western Railway Company in 
respect of their own undertaking, and 
upon that company and the London and 
North Western Railway Company in 
respect of undertakings in which they 
are jointly interested, and upon the 
Great Western and Great Central Rail- 
ways Joint Committee in respect of their 
undertaking ; for vesting the undertakings 
of the Staines and West Drayton and the 
Birmingham and Henley-in-Arden Rail- 
way Companies in the Great Western 
Railway Company; for transferring to 
that company the powers of the Bir- 
mingham, North Warwickshire, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon Railway Company, 
and extending the time for the construe- 
tion of certain authorised railways of 
that company ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GREAT YARMOUTH PORT AND 
HAVEN BILL. 
“For enlarging the powers of the Com- 
missioners of the Port and Haven of 
Great Yarmouth; and for other pur- 
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poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION 

* To extend the boundaries 
county borough of Halifax and to em- 
power the 


BILL. 


and improvements; to confer further 


{COMMONS} 


of the, 


Corporation to construct | 
additional tramways, street widenings, | 





Business. 1204 


HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY 
IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

“To confer powers upon the urban dis- 
trict council of Hoylake and West Kirby 
for the construction of a parade, new 
| streets, pier, and other works, to authorise 
the inclosure of the Great Meols Com- 
mons ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. 


powers with respect to their waterworks | 


undertaking, and in regard to streets, | 
buildings, and drains, and for the health, | 


local government, and improvement of 
the borough ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 


HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 


“To amend the Hamilton Burgh Act, 
1878, with regard to assessments and to 
the common good of the burgh ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


“ To consolidate and convert the capital 
of the Hartlepool Gas and Water Com- 
pany, and to enable that company to 
raise additional moneys; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. 


“To confer further powers on the 
Corporation of the county borough of 
Hastings with respect to the improvement 
and good government of the borough, to 
amend and extend provisions of the local 
Acts; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. 


HASTINGS HARBOUR BILL. 


** To extend the periods limited for the 
purchase of lands for and for the comple- 
tion of the harbour works, to enable the 
Commissioners to borrow further money ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL. 


“To incorporate the Hastings Tram- | 
ways Company, and to empower that. 
Company to make and maintain tramways 
and other works in the county borough 
of Hastings; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 





HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

“To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the Borough of Hudders- 
field to construct additional tramways in 
and adjacent to the borough; and for 
, other purposes,” read the first time ; to 
be read a second time. 


HUNTINGDON CORPORATION BILL. 
“To vest in the Corporation of the 
Borough of Huntingdon certain common 
lands and baulks and Freemen’s rights of 
pasturage in certain Lammas Lands, to 
transfer certain rents and monies to the 
Corporation, to empower the Corporation 
to form public parks and _ recreation 
grounds ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Ilfracombe, in the county of 
Devon, to construct additional water- 
works for the supply of their district and 
the parishes of Berrynarbor, Combe 
Martin, and Morthoe, and to make 
further and better provision for the im- 
provement, health, local government, and 
finance of the district; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


JARROW AND HEBBURN ELEC- 
TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 

“To enable the Walker and Wallsend 
Union Gas Company to supply electricity 
within the borough of Jarrow and Urban 

| District of Hebburn, in the county of 
Durham ; to raise additional capital ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“To incorporate the Kingscourt, 
| Keady, and Armagh Railway Company, 
|and to empower them to construct rail. 
| 
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ways in the counties of Cavan, Monaghan, | tions of the Vicar of Lancaster’s Tithe 
and Armagh ; and for other purposes,” and Dues ; to make further provisions for 
read the first time ; to be read a second | the good government of the borough ; and 
time. for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 
KNOTT END RAILWAY BILL. 


“To empower the Knott End Railway LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON 
Company to construct an extension of RAILWAY BILL. 
their railway from Pilling to Galgate, “For the abandonment of the Latimer 


and to provide for the acquisition by that Road and Acton Railway,” read the first. 
company of the undertaking of the’ time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Garstang and Knott End Railway Com- Petitions for Private Bills. 

pany ; and for other purposes,” read the | 

first time ; to be read a second time. LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 


LAMBETH WATER BILL. “To alter the constitution and amend 
and extend the statutory powers of the 
Lee Conservancy Board,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


“To authorise the Company of Pro- 
prietors of Lambeth Waterworks to exe- 
cute further works, to purchase additional 
lands, to take further water from the 
River Thames, and to raise further money ; LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
and for other purposes,” read the first. «For authorising the Corporation of 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of | the City of Liverpool to execute certain 
Petitions for Private Bills. street improvements ; for making further 

provisions for the protection of the public 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE health ; for amending various local Acts 

. mari BY Bea. in force within the city ; for authorising 

“ For conferring further powers on the the Corporation to raise money by the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Com- issue of bills ; and for other purposes,” 
pany with relation to their own under- read the first time : to be read a second 
taking, and upon that company and the time. é 
London and North Western Railway Com- 
pany with relation to the Preston and Slane ; , os ss 
Wyre Railway ; and for other purposes,” _ LONDON ccaaevee: — JOINT 
read the first time; and referred to the gs j aa 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. | ‘To repeal exemptions ,from ‘rates or 

charges of certain craft using the docks 
LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, ANDEAST under the management of the London 
COAST RAILWAY BILL. and India Docks Joint Committee and of 

“To confer further powers on the Lan- , goods discharged or received by such 
cashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Rail- craft ; and to empower the Joint Com- 
way Company,” read the first time ; and | Mittee to levy rates or charges thereon,’ 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions Tead the first time ; and referred to the 
for Private Bills. | Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
“For incorporating and conferring RAILWAY BILL. 
powers on the Lancashire Electric Power, — « fo empowering the London and 
Company,” read the first time ; to be read North Western Railway Company to con- 
a second time. struct additional dock works at Garston ; 
Ee rene . and for conferring further powers upon 
LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL. | that company in relation to their own 
“To empower the Corporation of Lan- | undertaking, and upon that company and 
caster to acquire the undertaking of the | the Great Western Railway Company and 
Lancaster and District Tramways Com-| the Great Central Railway Company in 
pany, Limited; to construct additional | relation to their Joint Undertakings ; 
tramways ; to widen streets, and make a and for other purposes,” read the first 
footbridge over the River Lune; to deal | time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
with Lancaster Marsh ; to commute por- | Petitions for Private Bills. 








1207 Private Bill 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (WALES) BILL. 


“For conferring further powers upon 


{COMMONS} 





Business. 1208 


| LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (IMPROVE. 


the London and North Western Railway | 


Company for the construction of works 
and acquisition of lands in Wales; and 


for other purposes,” read the first time ; | 


and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


LONDON AND SAINT KATHARINE 
DOCKS AND EAST AND WEST INDIA 
DOCK COMPANIES BILL. 

“For the amalgamation of the under- 
takings of the London and St. Katharine 
Docks Company and the East and West 
India Dock Company ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
London and South Western Railway 
Company, and to authorise them to 
execute further works, to acquire addi- 
tional lands, and to raise further money ; 
and to vary in certain respects the provi- 
sions of The South Western Railway Act, 
1899 ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (COMPUL- 
SORY PURCHASE OF LAND). 

“To confer on the London County 
Council certain general powers for taking 
houses, buildings, and lands for purposes 
of street improvements,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 

POWERS). 

“To enable the London County Council 
to purchase lands for various purposes ; 
to provide for contributions by the 
Council and certain Vestries and District 
Boards of Works towards the acquisition 
of land for open spaces; to extend the 
time limited for the purchase of certain 
lands by the Council ; to confer powers 
on the Vestry of Saint Mary, Battersea, 
as to the ‘Latchmere Allotments’ and 
lands for an electric station; and for 


MENTS) BILL. 


“To empower the London County 
Council to make an extension of the 
Thames Embankment and a new street 
and improvements at Westminster ; to 
widen Mare Street, Hackney; and to 
make other street improvements and 
works in the administrative County of 
London ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL.- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
Council to acquire Spitalfields Market, in 
the parish of Christchurch, Spitalfields ; 
and to make various provisions with re- 
ference thereto,” read the first time ; to 


be read a second time. 


other purposes,” read the first time ; to be | 
read a second time. 


LONDON, | WALTHAMSTOW, — AND 
EPPING FOREST RAILWAY BILL. 
“To authorise the London, Waltham- 

stow, and Epping Forest Railway Com- 

pany to construct a portion of their 
authorised railway in tunnel instead of in 
cutting ; to extend the time for the com- 
pulsory purchase of lands and for the con- 
struction and completion of their autho- 
rised railway ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


LONDON WATER (PURCHASE) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
Council to acquire the undertakings of 
the London Water Companies ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 


LONDON WATER (WELSH SUPPLY) 
BILL. 

“To authorise the construction of 
reservoirs and works in Wales, and the 
construction of aqueducts and works for 
the supply of water to London and neigh- 
bourhood ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


LOWESTOFT RAILWAY BILL. 
“For incorporating the Lowestoft 


Railway Company, and authorising them 
to construct railways in the counties of 
Norfolk and Suffolk; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 
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Private Bill 


MAIDENHEAD GAS BILL. 

“To amend the Maidenhead Gas Act, 
1876, and to confer further powers upon 
the Maidenhead Gas Company,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


1209 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- | 


TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL. 

“For incorporating and conferring 
powers upon the Manchester and Liver- 
pool Electric Express Railway Company,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 


MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 

“ For incorporating and making better 
provisions for the meetings and proceed- 
ings of the Trustees of the Market 
Weighton Drainage and Canal in the east 
riding of the county of York; for better 
defining the lands subject to taxation by 
the said trustees, and making other pro- 
visions relative thereto ; for relieving the 
said trustees from their obligations to 
maintain the said canal; for conferring 
further powers on the said trustees ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT 
BILL. 

“For empowering the Metropolitan 
District Railway Company to erect a 


RAILWAY 


station for generating electrical energy | 


and thereby work certain railways to 
acquire lands to extend the time for the 
completion of certain railways and com- 
pulsory purchase of lands to make certain 
provisions with respect to the Ealing and 
South Harrow and Brompton and_ Picca- 
dilly Railways ; to raise further capital ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 


time; and referred to the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Local Government Board, and to impose 
further obligations upon the Metropolitan 
Water Companies with a view to provid- 
ing for the future needs of the Metropolis 
in regard to the supply of water,” read 
the tirst time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
“For extending the limits of supply of 


supply of the Mid-Kent Water Company ; 


{12 Fepruary 1900} 


_ Neweastle-upon-Tyne 
/Company, Limited, for the construction 





Business. 1210 


| and for conferring further powers on the 
/company for the construction of works, 
the raising of capital, and otherwise in 
‘relation to their undertaking,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 


of Petitions for Private Bills. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


“To confer additional powers upon the 
Midland Railway Company and upon the 
Midland and North Eastern Railway 

| Companies Committee and upon the Mid- 
‘land and Great Northern Railways Joint 
Committee for the construction of works 
and the acquisition of lands ; to empower 
the Midland Railway Company to sub- 
scribe towards the undertaking of the 
Yorkshire Dales Railway Company ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (GAS) BILL. 

“To provide for the transfer of the 
undertaking of the Morecambe Gas and 
Light Company to the Morecambe Urban 
District Council, and to confer further 
powers on the said Council with respect 
to the supply of gas; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 

Electric Supply 


of works, and the supply of electrical 
energy ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 

NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 
incorporating and conferring 


“For 


powers upon the North Metropolitan 


Electric Power Supply Company; and 
ppl) y; 


'for other purposes,” read the first time ; 


to be read a second time. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
AND CANAL COMPANY BILL. 
“To consolidate the debenture stocks 
of the North Metropolitan Railway and 


‘Canal Company; to amend in certain 


respects the Acts relating to the company ; 
to change the name of the company ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 








1211 Private Bill 
NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER 
“To enable the North Warwickshire 

Water Company to extend their limits of 

supply ; to construct additional water- 

works ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 

“To empower the Corporation of 
Nottingham to make certain street im- 
provements; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a seconc 
time. 


OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
“To empower the Corporation of Old- 
ham to extend and improve their existing 
Market Hall; to confer further powers 
upon the Corporation with regard to 


{COMMONS} 
| REDHILL GAS BILL. 
| «To confer further powers upon the 





Business. 1212 


| Redhill Gas Company ; and for other 
| purposes,” read the first time ; and re- 
| ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 


| Private Bills. 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER BILL. 

| “For extending the limits of supply 
|of and conferring further powers upon 
| the Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley 
Water Company ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


RUGELEY GAS BILL. 

“For incorporating and conferring 
| powers upon the Rugeley Gas Company ; 
'and for other purposes,” read the first 
'time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
_ Petitions for Private Bills. 


sanitary and other matters, and to make | 


better provision for the health, local | 


government, and improvement of the 
borough ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 

“To authorise the sale of the under- 
taking of the Ossett Gas Company to the 
Corporation of Ossett ; and to empower 
the Corporation to supply gas within the 


borough of Ossett and places adjacent | 
thereto,” read the first time ; to be read a | 


second time. 


OSSETT GAS BILL. 


“To extend the powers of and amend | 


the Act relating to the Ossett Gas Com- 
pany ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PONTEFRACT PARK BILL. 

“For regulating the rating of Ponte- 
fract Park, in the west riding of the 
county of York, in respect of poor rates ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 

READING CORPORATION 
WAYS) BILL. 

“To confer powers upon the Corpora- 
tion of the borough of Reading with 


(TRAM- 


respect to the construction and working | 
of tramways in the borough; and for | 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to 
be read a second time. 





ST. ALBANS WATER BILL 
“To authorise the St. Albans Water- 
| works Company to acquire further lands, 
and to raise further moneys, and_ to 
extend their limits of supply ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 


| Private Bills. 


ST. DAVID'S RAILWAY (ADDITIONAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

“To authorise the construction of rail- 
ways in the county of Pembroke ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
| and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL. 
“ To empower the Corporation of Scar- 
| borough to make an approach road to the 
New Marine Drive, to alter the line of the 
sea wall of the said drive, to widen and 
|improve the Ramsden Valley Bridge, and 
to construct a street Tramway, to make 
further and better provision for the 
improvement, health, and good govern- 
|ment of the borough of Scarborough, to 
| alter the constitution of the Scarborough 
| Harbour Commissioners ; and for other 
| purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
| a second time. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 

“To incorporate the South Lancashire 

| Tramways Company; and to empower 

| that Company to make tramways and 
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street improvements ; 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


“To empower the South Metropolitan 
Gas Company to alter the provisions as 


{12 Fepruary 1900} 
and for other pur- | STOCKPORT CORPORATION TRAM- 
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WAYS BILL. 


“To empower the Mayor, Aldermen, 
_and Burgesses of the county borough of 
| Stockport to construct tramways in the 
borough ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


to the standard price and illuminating | 


power of the gas supplied by the com- 
pany ; to construct a railw: ay in the parish 
of Greenwich ; and to purchase by agree- 
ment so much of the southern portion of 
the undertaking of the Gas Light and 
Coke Company as is situate in the county 
of London south of the Thames; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


SOUTHPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

“To enable the Mayor, Alderman, and 
Burgesses of the Borough of Southport to 
carry Out street improvements and other 
works ; and to make further provisions 
for the improvement and good govern- 
ment of the said borough ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

“To extend the boundaries of the 
horough of Southport, to authorise the 
construction of tramways, and to confer 
further powers on the Corporation with 
respect to the supply of gas and electri- 
city ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. 


SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 

“For the granting of further powers to 
the Southport Waterworks Company,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on 
Power Distribution Company,” read the 


first time ; to be read a second time. 


” 


SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(WATER) BILL. 


“To authorise the Urban District 


Council of Spalding to purchase the un- 
dertaking of the Spalding W aterworks 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read | 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


_ of the authorised Railway, 
the traffic thereon by electrical or other 
SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER | 


TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL. 


“To make provision in regard to the 
water undertaking of the Corporation of 
the borough of Taunton, and to the health, 
local government, improvement, and 
finance of the said borough, to empower 
the said Corporation and ‘the Trustees of 
the Markets of the borough to erect a 
town hall, and to make further provision 
in regard to the said markets, and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; to 
be read a second time. 


TOTTENHAM URBAN 
COUNCIL BILL. 
“To provide for vesting in the Urban 
District Council of Tottenham, in the 
county of Middlesex, the Lammas Lands 
in the district ; to confer various powers 
with respect to Commons, open spaces, 
and recreation grounds, the supply of 
electricity, streets, buildings, and other 
matters of local government; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to 
be read a second time. 


DISTRICT 


TYNESIDE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 

“For incorporation and _ conferring 
powers on the Tyneside Electric Power 
Company,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 


VALE OF RHEIDOL LIGHT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


“To extend the period for the pur- 
chase of land and for the construction 
and to work 


motive power; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the 


| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
the South Wales Electrical | 


WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET 
BILL. 


“To empower the Mayor, Alderman, 
and Citizens of the city of Wakefield to 


| purchase the undertaking of the Wake- 
‘field Borough Market Company, and to 


make further provision in regard to the 
markets and slaughter houses of the said 
city ; and for other purposes,” read the 


| first time ; to be read a second time. 
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WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 
BILL. 


{COMMONS} 





Petitions. 


| first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
| of Petitions for Private Bills. 


“To convert the capital of the Wands- | 


worth and Putney Gaslight and Coke 
Company ; to raise additional capital ; to 
construct works ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


WEST oe ae CORPORATION 

“To confer powers upon the Corpora- 
tion of the county borough of West 
Bromwich with respect to tramways and 
to their electric lighting and other under- 
takings ; to make further provision for 
the improvement and good government of 
the borough ; to amend and extend the , 
provisions of the local Acts relating to 
the borough; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the | 
county borough of West Ham ; and to 
make further provision for the good 
government of that borough ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 


WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 

“To enable the Wetherby District 
Water Company to extend their limits of | 
supply ; construct additional waterworks ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 

WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE 

BILL. 

“To authorise the construction of a 
bridge across the River Mersey and Man- 
chester Ship Canal between Widnes and 
Runcorn, and for other purposes,” read | 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

“For making a railway in the county 
of Staffordshire from Wolverhampton to 
Essington and Cannock Chase; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to 
be read a second time. 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. 
“For conferring further powers on the | 
Wolverhampton Gas Company,” read the | 


| WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
“For incorporating the Woodbridge 
District Water Company and empowering 
them to construct works and supply 
water ; and for other purposes,” read the 
| first time ; to be read a second time. 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Royds, Mr. Kenyon, and Mr. 
Platt-Higgins. 


MANCHESTER CITY RAILWAY BILL. 

Order [9th February] that the Man- 
chester City Railway Bill be brought in, 
read, and discharged. 

Ordered, that the Petition for the Bill 
be withdrawn.—(Dr. Farquharson.) 
PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 

ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Reports from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions foo Private Bills, That in the 
case of the Petitions for the following 
Bills, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill. 

Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham 
Tramways Bill. 

South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways 
Bill. 

Ordered, That the Reports he referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PETITIONS. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 AND 1899. 

Petition from Manchester and Salford, 
for alteration of Law; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ SERVANTS’ 
SUPERANNUATION, 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Crick ; St. Saviour’s, London; and Merthyr 
Tydfil ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Dulwich ; 
and Peckham ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Manchester ; 
and Eccles ; to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Hawick ; | 


Forfar ; and Newton Stewart ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


2vETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 


Account presented, — for the year 


ended 31st March, 1899, with the Report | 


of the Comptroller and Auditor General 


thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, | 


[No. 42.] 


and to be printed. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1899-1900). 
Estimate presented,—of the Further 


Sums required to be voted for the Service | 
of the year ending 31st March, 1900 [by | 
Command]; Referred to the Committee | 


of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 43.] 


NATIONAL GALLERY (REPORT). 


Copy ordered, “of Report of the | 
Director of the National Gallery for the 
year 1899, with Appendices.” — (Jr. 
Hanbury.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 44. ] 

SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND). 

Copy ordered, “ of Accounts of Receipts 
and Payments of the Accountant General 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature in 


Ireland in respect of the funds of Suitors | 


in the said Court, including therein funds 
to the credit of Lunacy Accounts, in the 
year to the 30th day of September, 1899 ; 
together with a Statement of the Liabili- 
ties and Assets, and Particulars of Securi- 
ties in Court on the 30th day of Sep- 
tember, 1899.”—(Mr. Hunbury.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 45.] 

NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

Copy ordered, “of Deeds Poll, dated 
7th day of February, 1898, and 15th day 


{12 Fepruary 1900} 
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of February, 1899, executed by Her 
Majesty’s Postmaster General, specifying 
exchange areas of the National Telephone 
Company (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 128, of Session 
| 1898).”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 46.] 








| EDUCATION AND SCIENCE AND ART 
DEPARTMENTS. 

Return ordered, ‘of the Minutes of the 
Lord President of the Council relating to- 
| the re-organisation of the Education and 
| Science and Art Departments.”—(Colonel 
Wyndham Murray.) 


| 
| 





NEW WRIT. 
For Plymouth, in the room of Sir 
| Edward Clarke, knight (Manor of North- 
| stead).—(Sir William Walrond.) 





QUESTIONS. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—GENERAL 
| BUTLER —CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Kifion): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether General 
| Butler warned the Government in the 
|course of last summer that if matters 
| were pushed to an extremity with the 
| Transvaal it would be necessary to. 
| abandon northern Natal, and to place a 
| Strong force on the Tugela, which 
| would be the most northerly line 
of practicable defence ; and if they also 


| knew that General Butler had advocated 


|the mobilisation of two Army Corps to. 
|cope with the Boers; and, whether 
General Buller reported after the battle 
of Colenso that it was impossible to 
| relieve Ladysmith; and, whether the 
| Committee of Defence ordered him to 
| make a second attempt, and also sent out 
| Lords Roberts and Kitchener without 
_consulting the Commander in Chief. I 
| beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
| for the Colonies whether General Buller: 
after arriving at the Cape altered his 
| plan of campaign, owing to Sir Alfred 
| Milner having, with his approval, pledged 
| the Government to defend Natal with the 
whole force of the Empire. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
|; SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
| E.): I will reply to both questions to- 
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gether. The answer to the first para- 
graph is in the negative. I do not pro- 
pose to continue by question and answer 
the controversy about General Butler, 
nor do I propose to reply to the second 
and third paragraphs of the question, 
which belong to a class of questions 
which, in the public interest, can only be 
dealt with at the close of the war. I may 
repeat the general assurance already given 
that the Commander-in-Chief of the Forces 
in South Africa has been throughout free 
to carry out such operations as he thought 
proper. 


PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury why the 
Boer prisoners in Capetown are imprisoned 
on board a ship; whether they can be 
removed to some station on shore where 
they would have more opportunity of 
exercise ; and what facilities are given 
them for seeing friends, obtaining books 
and writing ,materials, and supplies of 


food. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On January 23 
Lord Roberts telegraphed that the Boer 
prisoners of war were to be removed to 
Simonstown. This arrangement has no 
doubt been carried out, but we have no 
official information on the point. While 
on board ship regulations were drawn up 
and approved by the naval authorities, 
allowing the prisoners to receive friends 
and presents. It may be assumed that 
corresponding regulations are in force now 
that the prisoners are on land. 


ARTILLERY STRENGTH. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what was the | 
total number of guns of horse and field 
artillery in British hands in South Africa | 
on 8th January last. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand | 
that on the day referred to by the right 
hon. Gentleman there were 24 guns 
belonging to the batteries of horse artil- | 
lery and 162 guns belonging to batteries | 
of field artillery in South Africa— | 
total, 186. 


MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT— 
CONDUCT OF HIGHLAND BRIGADE. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : | 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 


{COMMONS} 
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Treasury whether, upon the close of the 
war in South Africa, a military inquiry 
into the circumstances of the loss of the 
Highland Brigade at Magersfontein will 
be held as a matter of course ; and, if not, 
whether he will promise that a full 
inquiry will be instituted by the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
would be very premature to lay upon the 
Table either the scope or the limitation 
of such inquiry or inquiries as it may he 
found necessary to institute after the close 
of the war into the military transactions 
in South Africa. 


OLD-AGE PENSIONS—RELIEF OF 
SUFFERERS BY THE WAR. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB (Gt. Yarmouth): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can give any assurance that Her 
Majesty’s Government recognise the para- 
mount claims of seamen, soldiers, and 
marines to consideration in any legislation 
in connection with old-age pensions or 
compensation for injuries, and are fully 
alive to the evils of the existing system, 
which leaves the provision of adequate 
relief of helpless sufferers by war to public 
subscriptions, the amount of which so 
largely depends upon the popularity of a 
war. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am unwilling 
to give any final or definitive reply to my 
hon. and gallant friend, but he will perhaps 


| bear in mind that the funds which have 


been subscribed from time to time by the 
public have up to the present time been 
amply sufficient, and much more than 
sufficient, to deal with the widows and 
children of soldiers engaged in South 
Africa, and there is in addition under our 
existing system compensation to invalids. 


TRANSPORT OF MULES. 

Sik EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty if he will state to the 
House the names of the transports en- 
gaged for the conveyance of mules to 
South Africa, also the names of the con- 
tracting companies, and rates per head 


per mule, the number of animals shipped 
/on board each vessel, and the number 


landed alive from each at the ports of 
destination ; whether any of the vessels 
were allowed to convey the mules without 
regulation side ports; is it intended to 
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claim damages from the contractors for 
the non-delivery of all the animals 
shipped ; and whether the major portion 
of the contracts were given to a shipping 
firm in Liverpool, the chairman of which, 
being a Member of Parliament, was given 
precedence as such in interviewing the 
officials at the Admiralty, whilst the 
representatives of other firms had to 
wait their turn for admission. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): In answer to the first 
question I have to say that substantially 
the information in the first question of 
the hon. Member will be given in the re- 
turn of transports which is now being 
prepared, except as regards the rates per 
head, which will not be published while 
ships continue to be chartered. There is 
no objection to mules being carried be- 
tween decks without side lights if proper 
artificial ventilation is provided. The 
hon. Member must know that it is not 
the custom to hold the shipowner respon- 
sible for the non-delivery of animals 
shipped in the ordinary course of trade. 
They might die quite irrespective of the 
character of the ship. In some cases a 
proportion of the payment due has been 
dependent upon the number actually de- 
livered. As regards the last question, if 
it is intended to suggest that any favour 
was shown, I must emphatically state that 
it is incorrect. No favour was shown to 
the gentleman in question, nor was the 


major portion of the contracts assigned to | 
_ tion 


him. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
Is it the fact that a member of the Govern- 
ment is one of the directors of this con- 
tracting company ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. 


must give notice of his question. 


SOLDIERS’ ESTATES AND THE DEATH | 
DUTIES. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether the Government are pre- 
pared favourably to consider the proposal 
to remit the death duties in the case of 
otticers or men who have been killed in| 
action or died of wounds received in action | 
in the service of their country. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX-! 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- | 


{12 Fesrvuary 1900} 


Member | , 
| order to show that it could not be assented 


| to. 
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' with the feeling that has prompted the 
question of my hon. and gallant friend, 
and I should be glad if I could contrive 
some means of meeting his wishes in the 
ease of widows who are left with com- 
paratively limited means. But there are 
a good many difficulties in the way, and I 
doubt if his suggestion would be the most 
equitable mode of dealing with the matter, 

I will consider it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consider 
whether the same method could not be 
adopted with regard to these persons as 
was adopted with regard to the late 
Emperor of Russia ? 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is it 
not the fact that the right hon. Gentleman 
supported this question when it was 
before the House in 1894 ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir ; it 


is not precisely the same question. 
Mr. BARTLEY: Very nearly. 


IRELAND AND THE WAR 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): [beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, in any arrangement 
for fresh taxation to meet the expenses of 
the war, the Irish people will be exempted 
from such taxation, in view of the strong 
feeling prevailing in Ireland against the 
military operations in South Africa. 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The sugges- 
of the hon. Member practically 
amounts to this—that those persons who 
may object to a,policy which has been 
sanctioned by Parliament should be 
exempted from the taxation necessary to 
carry that policy into effect. I think 
such a proposition need only be stated in 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, C.): Is it not a 
fact that the persons objecting—to whom 
my hon. friend refers —are the people of 
Ireland ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There may 
be some people in Ireland who object, as 
I know there are also in England. 


CONTRABAND OF WAR—RIGHT OF 
SEARCH—THE “ BUNDESRATH” AND 
THE “ HERZOG.” 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 


tol, W.): I think we must all sympathise the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
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Affairs whether he will communicate to 
the House the terms in which the Govern- 


(Juestions. 


ment expressed regret to Germany for | 


the exercise of the maritime right of 
search exercised in the case of the “ Bun- 
desrath” and “ Herzog,” or will lay upon 


the Table of the House a copy of any | 


communications that may have passed 
between the two Governments on the 
subject. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 


ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop-— 


RICK, Surrey, Guildford): Papers on the 
subject will shortly be laid. 


BOER AND BRITISH ARMAMENTS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 


the statement telegraphed from Durban | 


that a document was issued at Pretoria 
for the private information of the mem- 
bers of the Volksraad, to the effect that 
the Boer Government placed large orders 
for guns with Messrs. Krupp and an 
Austrian firm so early as 1894 ; whether 
any guns have yet been constructed at the 
British Government factories of such 
rapidity of fire and extended range as 
those stated to have been supplied by 
Messrs. Creusot to the Boers, and now 
used by them; whether there are now 
with the Army in South Africa any 
Vickers-Maxim guns firing a shell ; and 
whether there is any reason to believe the 
statement that the Boers now possess 


between 220 and 230 heavy guns and | 
field pieces in place of the 110 with which | 


they have been credited, 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PoWELL- 
WituiAMs, Birmingham, 8., for Mr. 
WynpuHAM): The document referred to | 


in Paragraph 1 has not reached the War | 
Office, but it is known to be the case that 
orders fer armament were placed by the 
Boers in Europe as early as 1894. In| 
regard to Paragraph 2 there is every 
reason to believe that our guns are equal | 
to any guns of similar nature possessed 

by the enemy. It does not seem expedi- | 
ent to answer the further portion of the 

hon. Member’s question. 


GENERAL RUSSELL: Are our guns 


provided with disappearing mounts 4 | 
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PUBLICATION OF CASUALTY LISTS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if the War Office will pub- 
lish at least once a week a full and revised 
list up to date of the casualties in South 
Africa. 


*Mr. J. POWELD-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): The Secretary of State 
is prepared to give a weekly abstract 
showing the number of ¢asualties to date 
(either as a total or by actions) and the 
‘deaths from wounds and disease. 


Questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
that be done ? 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 


FENIANS AT MAFEKING. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he has seen extracts 
from letters alleged to have been written 
by Colonel Baden-Powell, in one of which 
a passage occurs in which he is alleged to 
have stated that he had forty Fenian 
prisoners, including the late stationmaster 
at Mafeking; was this information com- 
municated to the War Office ; what was 
the offence for which they were made 
prisoners ; whether he can say on what 
evidence Colonel Baden-Powell stated 
that his prisoners were Fenians; and 
| whether he still has those prisoners, and 
is the late stationmaster of Mafeking 
/ amongst them. 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
|Mr. WyNpDHAM): No, Sir. There is no 
information whatever in the War Office 
on this subject. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will in- 
quiries be made as to the truth of these 
It seems an extraordinary 


|thing that the newspapers should get 


them. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


THE IRISH BRIGADE WITH THE 
BOERS—ALLEGED MURDER OF A 
WOUNDED PRISONER. 

| Mr. MANDEVILLE (Tipperary, 8S.) : 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
‘for War whether a private soldier of 
| Colonel Blake’s Irish Brigade (in the 
service of the Transvaal Republic), having 


[No answer was given. | | been taken prisoner of war, was killed at 
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Ladysmith by one of the British garrison 
there, who, finding him wounded, dis- , 
armed, and under arrest, stabbed him to. 
death with a bayonet ; and in 


Questions. 


British soldiers are now in safe custody 
as prisoners of war in Transvaal territory, 
what steps, if any, will the War Office 
take towards investigating this alleged 
offence, and punishing its author. 


*Mr. J. 
Mr. WynpHAM): No information has 
heen received of any such occurrence. If 
the hon. Member will give me the name 
of the person or newspaper responsible 
for the statement, with the date, I will 
make inquiry, if those particulars do not 
of themselves enable me to give him an 
answer, 

PAY OF CONSULTING SURGEONS 

WITH THE TROOPS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can state the scale of remunera- 
tion agreed to be given to the consulting 
surgeons sent to the seat of war. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): The payment in each 
case is at the rate of £5,000 a year, 
with free passage to South Africa and 
back, 
VOLUNTEER OFFICERS WITH THE 
REGULARS. 

(GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view. ‘of the large number of 
casualties among regimental officers now 
serving at the front, “there is any prospect 
of a relaxation, in favour of specially re- 
commended and highly qualified officers, 
of the rule which forbids the employment 
of Volunteer officers to be attached to 
Regulars, unless the battalion to which 
they belong has supplied its full quota of 
Volunteers for the front. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): In special cases the 
Secretary of State would be prepared to 
consider the attaching of highly quali- 
fied Volunteer officers to units in South 
Africa in want of officers. It would as a 
rule, however, only be possible to employ 
them as subalterns. 


CHARGE TO SOLDIERS FOR LOST 
EQUIPMENT. 
Mr. SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
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view | 
of the fact that several thousands of | 
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War whether private soldiers have to 
| pay for the loss of any part of their equip- 
ment in the field, and the loss of a water 
bottle entails a charge of 3s. 5d. on the 
loser, even if it may have been lost 
through no fault of his own ; and whether, 
having regard to the extreme diffi- 
culties of the campaign in South 
Africa, this rule can either be cancelled or 
relaxed. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No 
charge is made for such articles lost or 
destroyed on active service. 


Questions. 


CLOTHING FOR THE TROOPS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the attention of the Government 
has been cailed to the extreme cold which 
prevails, more especially at night, on the 
high plateaus of South Africa during the 
winter months commencing about April ; 
and whether steps will be taken to insure 
large reserves of warm clothing being 
accumulated for issue to the troops when 
they are likely to require it. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
Sir. Considerable reserves of warm 
clothing have already been sent out, and 
more will be sent out as supplies come in 
from the trade. 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST ENTERIC 
FEVER. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the prevalence of 
enteric fever among our troops now 
serving in South Africa, flannel belts are 
issued to the men as a part of their 
necessary equipment, as is the case in 
India. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Two 
flannel or worsted belts are issued to 
every man going to South Africa, and a 
reserve supply has also been sent out. 


COMPENSATION TO RESERVISTS 
PREMATURELY CALLED UP. 
CoLtonEL DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War will he explain how it 
happened that large numbers of Reservists 
were called up whose services were not 
required and for whom there was no 
barrack accommodation; and whether, 
considering that these men were com- 


2Z 
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(Juestions, 


pelled to proceed on furlough and idle | 
their time at home, when they need not 
have been called up till required; and 
consequently might have continued their 
ordinary occupations, they will be granted 
some compensation, or at least their rail- 
way fares on returning to their homes 
and rejoining. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Cer- 
tain artificers in Section D of the Reserve 
were urgently required ; but as the law 
now stands Section D cannot be called up 
until after the whole of Sections A, B, 
and C have been called up. As not very 
many men remained in those sections 
they were called up; but as they were 
not wanted immediately they were 
granted furlough if they desired it, and 
allowed to return to their occupations, 
the rules as to wearing uniform being at 
the same time relaxed. As such men are 
granted travelling expenses and the pay of 
their rank with 9d. a day for rations and 
messing instead of Reserve pay, they gain 
considerably by the transaction. 


SUPERANNUATION AND COMPENSA- 
TION ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether allotment pay to the 
wife of a soldier on active service is paid 
monthly in advance; whether, in the 
event of the man being killed in action or 
dying from disease, the War Office re- 
claim the proportion of the amount over- 
paid from the date of his death; and 
whether in some cases demands have 
been made by the War Office authorities 
for payment in cash of the amount 
claimed instead of the amount being 
debited to the man’s_ non - effective 
account. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS:  AI- 
lotment pay to a soldier’s wife is paid 
monthly in advance, and if the soldier 
dies during the month the pay for the 
days after his death is not reclaimed other- 
wise than as a charge against his non-effec- 
tive account ; if an individual paymaster 
has acted as stated in the question he has 
made a mistake ; if the hon. Member will 
give me the particulars of any case that 
has come under his notice, [ shall be 
happy to make inquiries. 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 
CoLoneL DALBIAC : I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
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whether arrangements can be made for 
the more punctual and regular payments 
of separation allowance to the wives of 
Reservists, as many of these women, whose 
documents were present and in order, have 
been reduced to great straits through 
being kept out of their money for six or 
seven weeks. . 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
pressure on the Army Pay Department 
has been very great; and it is possible 
that in dealing with the large number of 
separation allowances, which necessarily 
depend on informatian given by the 
soldier through his commanding officer, 
delay may occasionally have occurred. 
The information given by the soldier is 
often incomplete, and information is some- 
times refused altogether. The women 
are also constantly changing their ad- 
dresses. I have no reason to believe that 


| there has been any genera! unpunctuality, 


If a special case is given to me, I shall be 
happy to inquire into it. 


VICTORIA HOSPITAL, NETLEY. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether it has been brought to 
his notice that owing to the insufficient 
number of non-commissioned officers and 
men engaged in hospital duties at the 
Royal Victoria Hospital, Netley, these 
non-commissioned officers and men are 
frequently on duty for thirty-six hours at 
a time, and also that no regular night 
duty men, kept for night duty only, are 
employed there; and whether he will 
take the necessary steps to remedy this 
state of affairs. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): The establishment of 
the Royal Army Medical Corps at Netley 
has been so depleted by the demands 
from South Africa that the men have not 
of late had the usual number of nights in 
bed; but additicnal men have been 
ordered from Aldershot, and a reinforce- 
ment is shortly expected from the Volun- 
teer Medical Staff Corps, which will allow 
the men their proper rest. It is not 
customary to have a separate staff for 
night duty. The staff of female nurses is 
ample, and further assistance of that 
nature has been declined at present by 
the lady superintendent. 

{ 
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BROTHERHOOD DEPRESSION RANGE 
FINDER. 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he will state the result of the | 
experiments at Gibraltar during the | 
manceuvres in 1899 of the Brotherhood 
depression range finder. | 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for | 
Mr. WynpHAM): Nothing is known at | 
the War Office of any trial of the Brother- | 
hood depression range finder at Gib- 
raltar. No allusion was made to any 
such matter in the report of the general 
officer commanding on the manceuvres 
there in 1899. 


RIFLE RANGES. 


CotoneL WYNDHAM 
(Bath): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War, in view of the fact that 
since the issue of the Lee-Metford rifle 
572 rifle ranges have been closed between | 
1890 and 1899 in Great Britain and Ire- 
land, as against only 208 new ranges 
opened, will he state what number of 
ranges have been opened, and at what 
places since the date of the last return in 
1899 ; and, as it is more than ever neces- 
sary at the present time and in future 
that constant practice throughout the 
country should take place, whether some 
of those ranges which were closed could 
be reopened for short range practice in 
places where there is no range accom- 
modation. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): In reply to the first 
part of the question the number is 
nineteen. If my hon. and gallant friend 
wishes, | will give him a list of these 
ranges. Efforts will be made in the 
direction indicated by the hon. Member 
in the second paragraph of his question, 
but the majority of the old ranges which 
have been closed were really unsafe under 
any circumstances, and the growth of 
buildings in the vicinity renders it 
doubtful whether much can be done in 
the case of the rest. 


WAR OFFICE INQUIRY COMMITTEE, | 
1898. 


Mr. 
ask 


SWIFT 
the 


MacNEILL: I 


beg 
Financial ° Secretary 


to to 


the War Office when he expects to be 
able to communicate to the House the 


Office 


recommendations of the War 


{12 Fesruary 1900} 


| mittee 


MURRAY 
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| Inquiry Committee of which he was ap- 


pointed Chairman in 1898; and what 
are the reasons for delaying the reforms 
in the War Department. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 


question of the hon. Member assumes 


that the recommendations of the Com- 
will be communicated to the 
House, but the Secretary of State has 
given no decision on the matter. In con- 
sequence of great pressure of work in the 
War Office, of which the members of the 
Committee have their full share, it has 
been impossible to hold meetings for the 
consideration of the chairman’s draft 
report. No important change in the dis- 
tribution of work that might be decided 
upon could in any case be carried out at 
the present time without disadvantage to 
the public service. 


ROYAL ENGINEER DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Oftice whether his attention has been 
called to the high charges for masonry 
and carpentering work undertaken by the 
Royal Engineer Department as compared 
with buildings erected by contract in the 
open market ; and whether the Secretary 
of State would be prepared to appoint a 
departmental committee to inquire into 
the system of control and administration 
in the department of the Inspector General 
of Fortifications. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: If 


, the hon. Member will furnish any fact or 


figures tending to support the statement 
contained in the first paragraph of his 
question the Secretary of State will 
willingly cause inquiry to be made upon 
the subject, but a general assertion such 
as the hon. Member put forward serves 
no useful purpose and cannot be accepted. 
I may inform the hon. Member, however, 
that the system under which building 
work is now executed for the War Office 
is already undergoing review. 


CASE OF GEORGE SMITH, OF DEVON- 
PORT. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War what is the reason of the delay in 
paying compensation to George Smith, 
lately a plumber under the War Depart- 
ment, Devonport, who sustained severe 
injuries on the 28th April, 1899, whilst 

2Z2 
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following his employment, by falling from | 
the Raglan Barracks Clock Tower ; and | 


whether he is aware that the hurt pay he 
received for several months following the 
accident has now been discontinued. 


*Mr. J. POWELL- WILLIAMS: 
George Smith received full hurt pay 
until the 25th October. He has now 
been awarded a gratuity by the Treasury 
of £84 15s. 5d. 


TRANSPORTS—3rp BATTALION ROYAL 
WEST KENT REGIMENT. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the | 


Under Secretary of State for War whether 
it has been brought to his notice that the 
3rd Battalion Royal West Kent Regiment 
was recently conveyed to Malta in a 


vessel which was in many respects un- | 


satisfactory ; and whether he will make 
inquiries as to the statement that the 
captain, a German, was only prevented 
from wrecking the vessel by the timely 
action of the first mate, and that the 
captain afterwards attempted to commit 
suicide ; also as to the statement that the 
provisions were scanty, and the prices of 
provisions at the canteen belonging to the 
ship exorbitant. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: A report has been | 


received that the captain of the 
“Golconda,” the vessel in question, was 
incapacitated from continuing in com- 
mand of the ship owing to an accident 
and the after effects of an attack of 
influenza, and that thereupon the com- 
mand devolved upon the first officer. The 
captain subsequently committed suicide 
on the arrival of the ship at Malta. The 
captain had been twenty-two years in 
the service of the British India Company. 
No complaint has been made by the 
officer commanding the troops as to the 
quantity or prices of the provisions. 


VOLUNTEER COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
what steps have been taken by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief to put a stop to the sale, 
by an agency in the City of London, of 
honorary colonelcies in Volunteer regi- 
ments ; and whether it is the intention of 
the Secretary of State to advise the can- 
cellation of the commissions of gentlemen 
who have obtained such honorary rank 
by improper payments which could not 
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be regarded as coming under the category 
of regimental subscriptions. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyYNDHAM) : Every case of an 
officer recommended for an _ honorary 


(Questions. 


| coloneley in the Auxiliary Forces is care- 
fully investigated, and recently the Secre- 


tary of State refused to appoint a gentle- 
man whose name had been put forward 
for the honorary coloneley of a Volunteer 
battalion. Other measures are not at 
present considered necessary. 


RUSSELL “SHOOTING DIRECTOR.” 

Stir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether an invention by 
Mr. T. G. Russell of a shooting director, 
applicable to either rifles or ordnance, 
| was ordered by the Commander-in-Chief 
‘in 1889 to be examined and tried at 
Aldershot ; whether such examination 
and trial took place, and whether the 
| inventor was allowed to be present ; and 
will he lay upon the Table the report of 
the examining committee. 


*Mr. J 
Mr. WYNDHAM): The invention referred 
| to was tried by a committee at Aldershot 
in 1890. The committee did not recom- 
mend its adoption into the service, and 
the General Officer Commanding at Alder- 
shot concurred. The inventor was not 
allowed to be present at the trials ; but 
was permitted to go to Aldershot for the 
| purpose of explaining his apparatus. to 
the officers who would conduct them. 
Such reports are confidential, and cannot 
| be produced. 


Str J. FERGUSSON: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether an invention by Mr. T. G. 
Russell of a shooting director, applicable 
to either rifles or ordnance, was ordered 
by the Admiralty to be tested, and was 
tested at Whale Island and at sea in 1898; 
whether, in consequence of. the success of 
the first trials, 300 rifle appliances were 
ordered by the Admiralty ; whether 
further and complete tnials were sub- 
| sequently made with both skilled shots 
}and young sailors; whether heavy gun 
| trials of the invention were carried out at 
| Spithead with success im: the presence of 
| the inventor, and also. on board the flag 


iship of the Channel Squadron in his 


| absence ; were further trials ever carried 
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out at Spithead in the absence of the in- 


Questions. 


ventor ; and whether he will lay upon’ 


the Table reports upon these several 
trials. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I will take my right 
hon. friend’s questions seriatim. The 
invention in question was tested as stated. 
Three hundred rifle appliances were 


more extended trial was desirable. 
Further trials were subsequently made 
with skilled shots and young seamen. 
Trials of this invention were carried out 
at Spithead in the presence of the in- 
ventor, but were not sufficiently suc- 
cessful to justify the adoption of this 
invention for heavy guns. The inventor 
has informed the Admiralty that some 
trials of this invention were carried out 
in the Channel Squadron, presumably in 
his absence, but no report of these trials 
was made by the vice-admiral in com- 
mand. Some further trials were carried 
out at Spithead in the absence of the 
inventor. The officer conducting the 
trials found it necessary to stop the 
attendance of the inventor at these trials 
on account of his constant interference 
with the men firing. It is not customary 
nor in accordance with the interests of 
the public service to lay upon the Table 
confidential reports of this nature. 


THE BRITISH AMBASSADOR AT PARIS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government have ordered 
the temporary withdrawal of the British 
Ambassador from Paris in consequence of 
the alleged offensive tone of the French 
press regarding the war in Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer is 


in the negative. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 


ask the right hon. Gentleman who is in 


charge of the British Embassy in Paris ! 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [know nothing 


about that, but I suppose the next in 
command. 


TREASURY — SUGGESTED 
SELECT COMMITTEE. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 


THE 


consent to the appointment of a Select | 
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Committee of this House to consider the 
constitution and functions of the Treasury 
Department, and to inquire how far the 
exercise of its power in governing every 
Department of the Government is for the 
public benefit, and to what extent its 
claim toa voice in all-decisions of admin- 
istrative authority and policy leads to 


delay. 


ordered because it was considered that a | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hardly think 
that so fundamental an inquiry as that 
suggested by my hon. friend could with 
advantage be undertaken at the present 
time. 


RUSSIAN CONCESSIONS IN NORTHERN 
PERSIA. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can conveniently state to 
the House whether any exclusive con- 
cessions have been granted to Russian 
subjects in Northern Persia for the con- 
struction of railways, or for any other 
commercial object; and whether any 
attempt has been made by Her Majesty’s 
Government to obtain the demarcation 
of an English sphere of interest in 
Southern Persia. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I also 
ask my right hon. friend whether these 
railways are not only not confined to 
Northern Persia, but extend to Bunder 
Abbas, at the mouth of the Persian Gulf, 
and close to Baluchistan. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I think my answer 
to the question on the Paper will cover 
the supplementary question. The only 
concessions granted to Russian subjects 
in Northern Persia of which Her Majesty's 
Government are aware are :—A_ conces- 
sion for the construction of a road from 
Enzell to Kasvin. A concession for 
working copper and other mineral de- 
posits in the mountainous districts of 
Azerhjan, known as the Karadagh Range. 
Her Majesty’s Government are fully 
alive to the desirability of maintaining 
British interests in Persia, but the Persian 
Government has not hitherto deemed it 
advisable to recognise spheres of interest 
of any foreign Powers in that country. 


OSMAN DIGNA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will state the nature 
of the treatment accorded to Osman 
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Digna at present, and how it is intended 
to treat him in future. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: We have no infor- 
mation as to the nature of the treatment 
accorded to Osman Digna beyond the 
statement which was communicated to 
the Egyptian press and reproduced in the 
papers here. This was to the effect that 
Osman Digna would be taken to Rosetta, 
and there interned with the other Dervish 
prisoners. 


(Juestions. 


INSUBORDINATION AMONG 
EGYPTIAN TROOPS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the reports of 
insubordination on the part of certain 
regiments of Egyptian troops are well 
founded ; and whether he has any state- 
ment to make on the subject. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It is understood 
that two black battalions at Omdurman 
showed some signs of insubordination. 
The matter is being dealt with by the 
Sirdar, and the latest reports of the 
situation are satisfactory. 

THE HYDROGRAPHICAL CON- 

FERENCE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is now ina position to give 
the House some information in regard to 
the deliberations of the Hydrographical 
Conference, which assembled last sammer 
for-the purpose of considering, amongst 
other matters, questions affecting the 
fishing industry. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Communications 
have recently passed on this subject, but 
Her Majesty’s Government are not yet 
in a position to make any announcement. 


INCOME TAX RETURNS. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will kindly explain 
how it is that a servant of a limited com- 
pany is not allowed for income tax 


purposes to return his income on the basis | 
of an average of the preceding three years, | 


but must pay on the current year, although 
the. company itself may return a three 
years average and also servants of private 
firms. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It is the 


practice to allow clerks, travellers, ware- 
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housemen and other subordinate employés 
of public companies the benefit of the 
three years average fcr income tax 
purposes. On the other hand, directors, 
secretaries, managers, and other persons 
holding a distinctive office are charged— 
as required by law—on their actual 
salaries, fees, or other emoluments for the 
year thencurrent. The system of average 
was devised to meet the case of businesses. 
in which profits are precarious. Incomes 
derived from fixed and regular salaries, 
such as are paid to the chief officers of 
limited companies, do not fall within that 
category. But it has been thought that 
it may be extended to the case of subordi- 
nates whose employment is more pre- 
carious and probably largely dependent 
on the volume of business. 


LAND SALES BY MUNICIPAL 
CORPORATIONS. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derby, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, if he can 
state tho area and value of land sold by 
municipal corporations under instruments 
confirmed by the Board during last year, 
and also the total area of the lands sold 
and the total amount realised by such 
sales in the last five years. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaPtin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : During 1899 
the Local Government Board approved of 
the sale by municipal corporations of 
about 59 acres of land. A small potion 
of the land was to be sold at a perpetual 
ground rent of £165, and the reserve 
price for the remainder amounted to 
£21,132. The total area of land 
authorised by the Board to be sold 
dusing the last five years is 486 acres. 
Of this part was to be sold at a perpetual 
ground rent of £471, and the reserve 
price of the remainder amounted to 
£258,000. The Board are not in 
possession of information showing the 
extent to which these lands have been 
actually sold. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 
_ Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
| Leominster): I beg to ask the President 
_of the Local Government Board whether 
|any information has been collected by 
the Local Government Board as to the 
probable number of persons who are 
| living in the United Kingdom, and who 
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fulfil the conditions for receiving an old- 
age pension laid down by the Select Com- 
mittee upon the question of provision for 
the aged poor, presided over by the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, and which presented its report last 
summer ; and if so, whether he could give 
such information to the House; and 
whether the Government have any inten- 
tion of proposing any legislation on the 
subject of the aged poor this session. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Yes, Sir. Informa- 
tion of the character referred to has been 
collected by a committee which was ap- 
pointed for that purpose before the close 
of last session. Their report has been 
presented and it was laid on the Table 
last week. It is not the intention of the 
Government to propose legislation upon 
the subject of their inquiry during this 
sesslon., 

PRECAUTIONS AGAINST FIRE ON 
WAR SHIPS. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether the attention of the Admiralty 
has been drawn to the danger arising in 
time of war from the use of wood fittings 
and fixtures in iron warships, as demon- 
strated by occurrences in the recent war 
between Spain and America ; and whether 
any, and what steps have been taken to 
obviate such danger in the case of vessels 
already built or in process of con- 
struction. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I need scarcely say 
that my most earnest attention has been 
given to this matter, and the attention of 
successive Boards of Admiralty has been 
constantly directed to reducing the danger 
of fire on board men-of-war in action, not 
only as a result of recent experience but 
for many years previously. It has been 
the endeavour to reduce the wooden 
fittings in ships to the narrowest limits 
compatible with comfort and habitability. 
Risks of fire are not only dealt with by 
minimising the use of wood, but much 
attention has been given to the greater | 
efficiency of the fire service. Metal sub- 
stitutes for wooden fittings have been | 
tried where found suitable, and in ships 
now under construction non-inflammable 
wood is being largely used. As regards 
the older ships it will be our endeavour | 
to minimise the danger of fire in these | 
ships as far as possible when they are | 
undergoing repair. | 
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ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE 
PENSIONERS. 

Str CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade how 
many boys have now been enrolled as 
probationers in the Royal Naval Reserve, 
under Section 6 of the Mercantile Marine 
Fund Act. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircute, Croydon) : 
Two hundred and fifty-three. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING—CREW ACCOM- 
MODATION. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he can state 
the number of places occupied or exclu- 
sively used by firemen and trimmers on 
board the Royal Mail Steamship ‘ Cam- 
pania,” owned by the Cunard Company, 
the “ Teutonic,” owned by the White Star 
Line, the steamship “ Australian,” owned 
by the Allan Line, the “ Dunvegan 
Castle,” owned by Messrs. Currie and 
Company, the “ Australian,” owned by 
the Peninsular and Oriental Company, 
and the “* Norman,” owned by the Union 
Steam Shipping Company, respectively ; 
and whether he can state, with respect to 
each of these ships, the cubical measure- 
ment and the superficial measurement of 
such places measured on the deck or 
ceiling; the height of such places 
measured from deck to floor ; how many 
tiers of bunks are in each place ; and how 
many firemen and trimmers are accommo- 
dated in such apartments. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
are not yet in possession of the intricate 
and complicated particulars necessary to 
enable me to reply in detail to‘ the hon. 
Member’s questions. If it were, it would 
be quite impossible to inflict on the House 
so long an answer as would be necessary. 


| Inquiries are being made, and the result 


shall be communicated to him. 


REORGANISATION OF THE EDUCA- 


TION DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn): I 


| beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 


mittee of Council on Education whether 
the Departmental Committee, which was. 
originally appointed for the re-organisa- 
tion of the Education Department and the 
Science and Art Department, and whose 
reference has since been enlarged to cover 
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the organisation of the Board of Educa- | 


tion, has yet presented any report on any, 


{COMMONS} 


or on all, of the matters now included in | 


its reference ; and whether he will now 
communicate such report or reports to the 
House. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT 


OF THE. 


COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- | 


The Committee have made 
already two interim reports. The final 
report is shortly expected. When that 
report is received, if the hon. Member 
will ask the question again, I will let him 
know if it can be laid on the Table. 


versity) : 


CONSULTATIVE CUMMITTEE OF THE 
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 

COLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether any, and, if any, what steps 
have been taken to frame a constitution 
for the Consultative Committee under Sec- 
tion 4 of the Board of Education Act ; 
and whether he can say when the draft 
of the Order proposing to appoint this 
Committee will be laid upon the Table of 
the House, in accordance with Section 5 


of the Act. 


Sir J. GORST : The preparation of the 
Order in Council appointing a Consultative 
Committee uuder Section 4 of the Board 
of Education Act is now under the con- 
sideration of Her Majesty’s Government. 
I cannot at present answer the question 
in the second paragraph. 


Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford): May I ask how far the Department 
is independent of Parliament in a matter 
concerning an Act passed last session to 
come into force on the Ist April next ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be given 
of that question. 


EDUCATION GRANTS. 

Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education, does 
the Education Department see its way to 
extend to commercial subjects the edu- 
cational grants which are at present made 
to science and art subjects. 

Sir J. GORST: The grant at present 
made by Parliament is restricted to 
Science and Art by the terms of the 
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Vote. The Government would not move 
the House of Commons to alter this 
appropriation until the whole of their 
plans for higher Education has been sub- 
mitted to and approved by Parliament. 


Questions. 


THE WALLACE: COLLECTION. 
Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury when it is 
proposed to open the Wallace Collection 
to the public. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


‘THE TREASURY (Mr. HANBuRY, ’ Pres- 


ton): The Trustees have informed the 

Treasury that they hope to he in a_posi- 

tion to open the Gallery by the beginning 

of May. 

INDEXES AT SOMERSET 
HOUSE. 

CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the index to 
early wills in Somerset House is in years 
or small groups of years and in anti- 
quated handwritings very difficult for 
ordinary consulters to read ; and whether 
he can see his way to causing a more 
general index, by reigns or centuries, to 
be made in modern handwriting or print, 
showing the place of residence and 
county of each testator. - 


Mr. HANBURY: The indexes be- 
tween 1383 and 1852 are by years: the 
indexes between 1852 and 1857 form a 
single group, and the indexes from 1858 
to the present time are again by years. 
Between 1383 and (say) 1630 the indexes 
are frequently very difficult to decipher. 
From 1630 to 1852 they are in the 
engrossing hand and somewhat difficult 
for the ordinary reader to decipher. From 
1853 to the present time they are satis- 
factory. Of course such an index as my 
hon. and gallant friend suggests could be 
made ; but it could not be done by the 
present staff of the Registry and it would 
involve a very considerable expenditure. 


WILL 


IRELAND—JUDICLIAL APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether seeing 


ithat recently gentlemen differing _ poli- 


tically from the Government have been 
promoted to be judges in England and 
Scotland, he can state when the same 
rule will be adopted by the Government 
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matter. 


THe ATTORNEY -GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, 
derry, N.): The Irish Judges are not 
appointed by the Irish Government, but 
by Her Majesty on the recommendation 
of the Prime Minister. The question 
should, therefore, be addressed to the 
First Lord of the Treasury. 


BELFAST POLICE CELLS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that in October 
last a man named James Thompson died 
in the police cells at Belfast ; and that it 
transpired at the inquest that the cells 
were crawling with vermin and alive with 
rats, and were equally dangerous to the 
police as to prisoners; and whether 
he can state if any efforts have been made 
by the Corporation to remedy this state 
of things. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
Batrour): I am informed there is no 
foundation whatever for the statements 
contained in the first paragraph. The 
man James Thompson, to whom the 
question presumably refers, died more 
than three years ago, namely, in October, 
1896. He was brought to the police 
office charged with drunkenness, and was 
at once removed to the Union Hospital, 
where he died the next day from hemor- 
rhage of the brain. The police cells are 
undergoing reconstruction, and are now 
almost completed. When finished they 
will be second to none in the United 
Kingdom. 


MONAGHAN AND THE PEACE 
PRESERVATION ACT. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the 
Monaghan County Council passed a reso- 
lution requesting the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland to revoke the proclamation under 
the Peace Preservation Act from the 
baronies of Farnie and Cremorne,,as well 
as the parish of Ematris in that county ; 
and whether he will grant the prayer of 
the County Council in this matter when 
it is remembered that the county court 
judge at Monaghan has been presented 
with white gloves five times, and at 
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in Ireland as that adopted by the Govern- | 
ment in England and Scotland in this | 


London- | 


(Questions. 124 


ot bo 


Castleblaney eight times, during the pas 
five years, owing to the crimeless state of 
'the county, and that during the time 

mentioned the county Monaghan was the 
| only county in Ulster without any cases 
to be tried at the winter assizes. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFouR): The resolution referred to in 
the first paragraph has been received. It 
is the fact that no criminal cases have 
been tried by the county court judge at 
Monaghan and Castleblaney Quarter 
Sessions during the past five years. 
There have been, however, five cases 
tried at winter assizes from the county 
during the same period. The resolution 
appears to assume that the general condi- 
tion of the county is evidenced by the 
number of cases for trial before a Court 
of Criminal Jurisdiction. Unfortunately 
this is not so, as many outrages of a 
serious character have been committed 
in the county for which no persons have 
been made amenable. The County 
Council have been informed that the 
Government do not consider it desirable 
to revoke the proclamation in question. 


PROCLAIMED MEETING IN 
ROSCOMMON. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I[ 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the grounds upon which a public 
meeting called to establish a branch of the 
United Irish League at Rooskey, county 
Roscommon, was suppressed ; who it was 
that swore the informations upon which 
Mr. Browne, R.M., acted ; who was the 
person whom it was alleged the meeting 
was called to boycott ; what were the ex- 
penses of the special police force drafted 
in to suppress the meeting ; and whether 
the district will be called upon to pay 
these expenses. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BaL- 
FouR): The proclamation which was 
issued prohibiting the holding of the 
meeting at Rooskey on the 21st January 
was based upon an information sworn by 
the district inspector of constabulary. 
This information was to the effect that he 
had reasonable grounds for believing, and 
did believe, that the meeting would lead 
to boyeotting and intimidation and toa 
breach of the peace, and would be an un- 
lawful assembly. I cannot for obvious 
reasons give the name of the person 
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against whom the meeting was believed 
to have been directed. The expenses of 
the police force employed in enforcing the 
proclamation amounted to £31 3s., of 
which amount a sum of £4 18s. 2d. will 
be recoverable from the County Ros- 
common. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Did the sub- 
inspector give any names in his informa- 
tion ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I cannot answer 
that question. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Why are 
not other meetings of the United Irish 
League suppressed as well as this one ? 


[No answer was given. | 


SANITARY WORKS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what steps 
have been taken to arrange the areas of 
charge for special sanitary works under 
the Local Government Act ; whether he 
is aware that in consequence of the pas- 
sage of that Act local districts have 
already had urban charges levied on the 
general county rate as a union at large 
charge, thereby creating dissatisfaction 
amongst the rural population ; and that 
waterworks and other sanitary works in- 
tended solely for the benefit of urban dis- 
tricts have been made leviable on union 
districts ; and whether it is proposed by 
Order in Council or by legislation to 
remedy this grievance. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BaAt- 
FOUR): The lawin regard toareas of charge 
for special sanitary expenses has not been 
changed by the Local Government (Ire- 
land) Act, and the Local Government 
Board have taken no steps in the matter 
since the issue of their Orders of 15th 
May and 17th July last, which, having 
been validated by the Public Works 
Loans Act of last year, were supposed to 
have redressed the more important of the 
grievances then complained of. It is not 
a fact that waterworks and other charges 
for urban districts have been levied over 
unions, but small public health charges for 
portions of rural districts have been 
charged over the entire rural districts of 
which these portions form part. Any 
further alteration in the areas of charge 
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thus fixed would probably be ultra vires, | 
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but the cases of one or two localities 
which were not included in the Amending 
Order of July last have since been the 
subject of representations to the Local 


' Government Board, and it is under con- 


sideration whether it may not be advis- 
able in the course of the present session 
to give the Board, by legislation, power 
to deal with such cases. 


LISTOWEL MAILS. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that great public inconvenience has been 
caused for several years by the late 
arrival of Her Majesty’s mails at Limerick, 
Rathkeale, Newcastle, and Listowel, and 
all the intervening stations and surround- 
ing district, between Limerick Junction 
and Tralee, and that when the train con- 
nection at Limerick Junction fails (which 
is frequently three times a week) the 
arrival of the mails at Listowel and other 
important towns is eight hours late, and 
the answer in reply is also delayed seven- 
teen hours; and whether, seeing that 
numerous complaints have been made 
from time to time by public bodies and 
commercial houses, owing to the inconve- 
nience caused and loss sustained by the 
late arrival of the mails, some remedy can 
be applied to prevent a continuation of 
this grievance. 


Mr. HANBURY: The train connee- 
tion referred to has failed fifteen times 
during the last five months, but during 
that period there has been only one week, 
that immediately preceding Christmas 
Day, in which three failures have oc- 
curred. There has only been one failure 
of junction within the last six weeks, and 
now that the outgoing American mails 
are no longer forwarded on Wednesdays 
by the ordinary night mail service to Ire- 
land, one of the causes of delay has been 
removed. A return ‘of the amount of 
correspondence delayed by these failures 
was taken some time ago, and as it 
appeared that the number of letters was 
very small, the Postmaster General did 
not feel justified in incurring the expense 
which would have been necessary to pro- 
vide a remedy, but a fresh return is now 
being taken with the view of ascertaining 
whether the circumstances have altered. 


' An answer shall be sent to the hon. 


Member as soon as possible. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: Will the Postmaster 
General subsidise the local cycle company 
in order to ensure the more rapid delivery 
of Her Majesty’s mails? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Questions. 


GALWAY MAILS. 
Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | 


representing the Postmaster General, if 
he is aware that in the County of Gal- 
way, in a thickly populated district com- 
prising the townlands of Carrabrown, 
Ballindooley, Kiloughter, Coursefield, 
Ballyguerane, and Angliham, there is no 
post office, daily or weekly delivery of 
letters, and that the people of those town- 
lands are obliged to go to Galway, a dis- 
tance of four miles, to post or receive 
letters ; and if he will take steps to have 
this state of matters rectified. 


Mr. HANBURY: Inquiry is being 
made with the view of affording a delivery 
of letters in the district referred to, and 
the question of establishing a post office in 
the locality will be considered at the same 
time. <A reply will be communicated to 
the hon. Member as soon as possible. 


TOBACCO GROWING IN IRELAND. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Agri- 
cultural Department for Ireland, if he can 
state the results of experiments recently 
made in Ireland as to growing tobacco ; 
and whether his Department intends to 
take steps to encourage this industry in 
Ireland for the future. 


*THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT ror 
IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin Co., 
S.): The experiments in tobacco growing 
referred to in the question have been 
conducted during the past two seasons 


hy the Donaghpatrick Co-operative 
Agricultural Society, County Meath, 
one of the societies established by 
the Irish Agricultural Organisation 


Society. They go to show that tobacco 
will grow luxuriantly in Ireland. The 
variety grown was English Virginian. 
The tobacco was manufactured by Messrs. 


Goodbody, of Tullamore, 35lb. of leaf 


producing 33lb. of plug and flake to- 
bacco. No flavour was added during the | 
manufacturing process, and the result, 
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was a fairly good sample of strong, coarse 
tobacco, containing an abnormal percen- 
tage of moisture and also of nicotine. 


| This Irish sample is nearly twice as strong 


as the strongest tobacco sold, and there- 
fore presumably for some purposes twice 
as good. The cost of manufacture was 
4d. per pound, and the Exeise duty 2s. 8d. 
At the lowest estimate the tobacco sells 
wholesale at 4s. per pound, yielding a gross 
profit of £132 per acre, from which must 
be deducted rent, labour, and other ex- 
penses of production. The Donaghpatrick 
Society proposes to continue its tobacco 


| growing experiments this year, only with a 


finer quality, and it is also intended to 
carry out similar experiments on the experi- 
mental farms of other societies in 
different parts of Ireland. It will be the 
duty of the Department of Agriculture 
to watch these proceedings closely, and 
give whatever expert advice and assist- 
ance that may be necessary. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether, if 
these experiments are satisfactory, he 
will take steps to remove the prohibition 
which now exists to the growing of 
tobacco in Ireland; whether he will 
direct the attention of his Department 
to comment on this matter in the present 
issue of the Irish Tobacco Trade Journal, 
and whether he will place some of this 
tobacco in the smoking room of the 
House. 


[No answer was given. | 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Agricul- 
tural Department for Ireland whether he 
is aware that the public bodies in county 
Clare have passed resolutions in favour of 
having the entire county included in the 
scheduled districts under the Congested 
Districts Board; and whether there is 
any intention of complying with this 
desire. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: It is the fact that 


resolutions have been adopted by local 


_ bodies, of the nature mentioned in the 


first paragraph of the question. Legisla- 
tion would be necessary, however, to give 
effect to these resolutions, and I cannot 
give any undertaking that the Govern- 
ment will introduce such legislation. 
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RE-AFFORESTATION IN IRELAND. 
Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I beg 

to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 

whether he has been informed that a 

resolution was passed by the Y:exford 

County Council condemning the wholesale 

destruction of woods in Ireland; and 

whether he would consider the question 
of introducing a Bill for the re-afforesting 
of that country. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: With the per- 
mission of my right hon. friend I will 
reply to this question. The resolution 
referred to has been received, and, as 
regards the suggested introduction of a 
Bill for the purpose of re-afforestation, I 
may remind the hon. Member that by 
the Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
Act of last year the duty is imposed upon 
the new department of considering the 
question of forestry with a view to its 
improvement and development. 


IRISH UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 
The following question appeared on the 
paper :— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
view of the admitted importance and 
urgency of the question of university 
education in Ireland, he will afford 
facilities at an early date for its dis- 
cussion. 


On Mr. RepMonpD being called on to 
put it, he said: Inasmuch as one of my 
hon. friends has to-day obtained the first 
place in the ballot for the discussion of 
this subject, I will not put the question. 


SCOTLAND—SCHOOL BOARD 
FRANCHISE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that many thousands of ratepayers in 
Scotland who are entitled to vote for the 


parliamentary representative and the | 


county and parish council have no vote 
for school board elections by reason of 
their rentals being less than £4 ; and will 
he consider the advisability of introduc- 
ing legislation this session which will 
place the school board electorate on a 
satisfactory footing. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : The facts 
stated in the first paragraph are correct, 
but I cannot hold out any hope of 
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‘Insurance Bill during — the 
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legislation on the subject being intro 


' duced this session. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman support the Bill I have 
brought in, as for several years past ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOQUR: I must wait 
until I have had time to study it. 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL. 
Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether it is the intention of the 
Government to introduce the Marine 
present 
session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer to 
this question is in the affirmative. 
NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
George Denison Faber, esquire, for the 
Borough of York. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (FINANCIAL 
BUSINESS). 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the House will, under the somewhat ex- 
ceptional conditions of the session, object 
to the motion which I now have the 
honour to move, as this session is dif- 
ferentiated from previous sessions in one 
or two very important factors which | 
will briefly recall to the House. It is 
absolutely necessary that without delay 
the War Office should obtain further 
powers to spend money, and that will be 
done under the Estimate which will be 
proposed by the Under Secretary for War. 
It is further necessary that the Exchequer 
shall have power to make payments, and 
that will be done under the Appropria- 
tion Bill which will immediately follow 
my hon. friend’s statement. It will also 
be necessary before the 31st March that 
the Treasury should have further powers 
to obtain money by borrowing or other- 
wise. The power to take Tuesday for 
the discussion of financial business, the 
House will see, is, therefore, proposed in 
the interest rather of the House than of 
the Government. The financial business, 
which will enable us to carry on the 
necessary operations in South Africa 
and comply with the law, must be 
got through by a certain definite 


‘date, and if the discussion is to be 
as complete and adequate as the 
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House would probably desire, it is neces- 


Business of 


sary the Government should obtain such 


an amount of time as will give that lati- 
tude to discussion which they would wish 
to possess. We take no power, it will be 
seen, to deal with any legislative pro- 


posal, and there will consequently be no | 


temptation to abuse the powers for which 
we are now asking. I need not reiterate 
that we are prepared to make an excep- 
tion to the motion in the case of Tues- 
day, the 20th instant, which we trust 


will he entirely allocated to the 
discussion of the question of the 
inquiry respecting the Jameson raid. 


May I, in conclusion, express a hope that 
the House will grant us these powers and 


'Army and other Estimates, 


{12 Fepruary 1900} 


the House. 1250 


curtailed. As to what the right hon. 
Gentleman has said of the necessity or 
probability of extensive discussion of the 
I have no 
doubt there may be a desire fully to 
discuss them, but, so far as _ the 
great schemes of Army extension and 


organisation go, I should imagine it would 


‘be much more suitable that they 


privileges without lengthened debate, so | 


that, with the shortest possible delay, my 
hon. friend may be able to lay his state- 
ment before the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, until the end of the financial 
vear, Financial Business do have prece- 
dence on Tuesday whenever set down by 
the Government, and that the provisions 
of Standing Order 56 be extended to that 
day.”--( Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I am of opinion that 
the House is hardly in a humour at 
present to offer much impediment to 
Government business, especially of the 
important kind to which the night hon. 
Gentleman has referred. At the same 
time I must say I look in vain for a pre- 
cedent such as we might have expected 
the right hon. Gentleman to lay down for 
the proposals he now makes. There are 
seven weeks between the present time and 
the end of March. There are seven of 
these Tuesdays over which he hangs this 
sword, and I may further point out that 
this year is particularly favourable to the 
Government in this respect, that Easter 
comes in April, so that there is no deduc- 
tion to be made from the time on account 
of holidays. On that ground I should 
have thought it was quite superfluous to 


make a motion of this sort which threatens, | 


in an unpleasant way, the rights and 
privileges of private Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


own interest. 


It is in their 


SIR. 
Each Member does not think that it is in 
his own interest to have his privileges 


H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 


should 
be postponed for further consideration 
at a time when the atmosphere—I mean 
the moral atmosphere — is somewhat 
cooler, and when we are away from the 
influence of existing circumstances. 
However, as I said when I first rose, I do 
not think there is any disposition to put 
any obstacle in the way of the Govern- 
ment managing their business as they 
choose in this respect, and, therefore, | 
make no demur to the proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): [ had intended to move, before 
I received the assurance of the right hon. 
Gentleman, an Amendment to except 
Tuesday, the 20th inst., from the opera- 
tion of this resolution. I think even now 
it would be more in accordance with pre- 
cedent if an Amendment of that kind 
were embodied. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
No, no!] Well, I say ‘“ Yes,” and I 
know what I am talking about. I may 
remind the House that when the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Government 
took the time of private Members 
in 1898, he specially excepted two 
Wednesdays. Still, after the assurance 
of the right hon. Gentleman that he is 
not only going to except Tuesday, the 
20 thinst., but also to allocate the entire 
day to the discussion set down for that 
occasion, | do not propose to move any 
Amendment. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I can well understand my right hon. 
friend the Leader of the Opposition get- 
ting up in a spirit of enormous generosity 
and acceding practically to the Govern- 
ment proposal. But we on these benches 
are private Members. This is a private 
Members’ affair, and should not be a 
matter of arrangement between the two 
front benches. When the First Lord of 


‘the Treasury comes down with motions 


' 


| 
| 


of this kind, he usually produces a half- 
sheet of paper, on which are set forth pre- 
cedents by which he wishes to justify his 
proposal. We are told that such and 
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such a thing occurred in such and such a 
year. Now, I have had an extended 
Parliamentary experience, and I never 
recollect a motion of this kind having 
been made so early in the session. — It is 
a systematic attack on the rights of 
private Members. We on these benches 
may claim to be unselfish in our opposi- 
tion to this proposal, for we have no 
motions down for the Tuesdays which 
are affected by it. I do ask the right 
hon. Gentleman or one of his colleagues 
to give us a precedent for a motion of 
this kind. It isa shameless raid on the 
rights and interests of private Members, 
and if such things are to be allowed, we 
shall soon have left to us no rights and 
no interests. 


Business of 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER § (Kent, 
Thanet) said that whilst under the special 
circumstances he did not desire to throw 
any difficulties in the way of the Govern- 
ment, it was only right that he should 
explain that the suggestion he made a few 
days previously to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury had 
been misunderstood. He had made the 
suggestion that when the Government 
found it necessary to take time which 
otherwise would be at the disposal of 
private Members of the House, the 
(Jovernment should accede an equivalent 
to the private Members at some later 
period in the session, when the exigencies 
of public business permitted it. It was a 
precedent which had heen followed by 
Mr. Gladstone, who, when he asked 
private Members to give him one night, 
undertook to place private Members’ 
business on the Paper on a Government 
night in the order in which it came. That 
was the suggestion which he made. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) opposed the 
motion that financial business should have 
precedence on Tuesdays. The motion, in 
his opinion, simply meant that seven 
Tuesdays would be taken away from 
private Members. The tendency of Par- 
liamentary procedure of this kind was to 
render the private Members more and 
more a negligible quantity. The danger 
he foresaw was that under the pressure of 
urgency the House would be asked to 
pledge itself not only to the amount of 
money and men required by the Govern- 

-ment to prosecute the war, but to addi- 
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) 


tions to the Navy and war material also. | 


[t appeared to him that private Members 
Mr, Swift Mac Neill. 


the House. 1252 
of the House had no business in the 
House but to be whipped up to go into 
one lobby or another and vote aye or no 
as the case might be. As for any legisla- 
tion of a social character, they appeared 
to have no place whatever, yet it was well 
known the most useful legislation of that 
character had been initiated by private 
Members in the past. So far as he was 
concerned, so long as he had had a seat in 
the House he always had protested, and 
always should protest, against the giving 
of private Members’ time to the Govern- 
ment of the day. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
disclaimed being one of those who took 
an exalted view of the question of private 
Members’ time. He had repeatedly in 
the past voted in favour of the Govern- 
ment absorbing the time of private Mem- 
bers, because, in his opinion, the only 
chance of any practical legislation was 
through the Government. if the pro 
gramme was generally approved the 
House ought to give its time to carrying 
it out. When he had voted for the 
Government on similar occasions in the 
past, it had always been when there was 
legislation proposed of which he approved. 
The official Leader of the Opposition had 
said that he did not oppose the present 
motion, and in saying that he had spoken 
for the chief portion, no doubt, of the 
Opposition. The right hon, Gentleman 
had said that no one was in the humour 
to put difficulties in the way of the 
Government ; but speaking for a con- 
siderable number of the hon. Gentlemen 
who sat and thought with him, he (Mr. 
Redmond) might say they were in no 
humour to give any facilities to the 
Government to obtain a further fifteen 
millions of money, to bring to a success- 
ful conclusion a war which they regarded 
as an unjust and an abominable war. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I think there ought to be 
an assurance such as has been asked for 
by the hon. Member for Thanet, and also 
the assurance that the right hon. Gentle- 
man will apply all the Goverament time 
to Government business as well ; otherwise 
it will be open to the Government. to 
apply the whole of their own time to 
other purposes, while the time of private 
Members is used for the financial business 
of the Government. This motion is not 


reasonable in my opinion, because it will 
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enable the Government, if they choose, 
to seize certain nights when matters 
which they do not like to be discussed 
are going to be debated, and having 
regard to the way in which the Govern- 
ment has studiously avoided all questions 
as to whether General Buller warned 
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much pressed—I think we ought to 
receive some assurance that if this House 
grants this facility it will be used for the 
purpose of carrying on financial business 
which could not otherwise be carried on 
in time. 








them—a question which 
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cial year, financial business do have prece- 


dence on Tuesday whenever 


the Government, and that the provisions 
56 be extended to that 


of Standing Order 
day. 
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set down by 


railways. 


desire to introduce the 
ment (Prevention of 
which is a measure for the better preven- 
tion of accidents to persons employed on 
I do not intend to take up the 
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O’Connor, TP. (Liverpool) 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 


Captain Donelan. 


tailway Employ- 
Accidents) Bill, 


time of the House, who, I am sure, are 


desirous of hearing my hon. 


friend the 


Under Secretary of State for War, and 1 


hardly 


measure is necessary. 
framed to carry out the recommendations 


OF ACCI- 


think any explanation of this 


This Bill has been 


of the Royal Commission that certain 


BOARD 
Croydon): I 


operations of railway service should be 
declared “dangerous trades,” and _ in pre- 








naam 











on 
til 


du 
Th 
me 
Lo 
tio 
Col 
wit 
wh 
} 

pe i] 
this 
fen 
*) 
disc 
the 
Ord 
thei 
M 
thor 
ae 7 
sma 
B 
Rite 
Solic 


sent 
a sec 


print 


ARI 


TH 
For \ 
VO 


1256 
dle} 

mdUni. 
1en,E.) 
gan, E. 
ferth’r 


lips 


reville 
eter) 


we) 
nayT. 
ick 


Ce 
non 
Notts.) 
sirm.) 
Lord 
(Hull) 
orfolk) 


(Bath) 


tuart- 


Arey 


L\YES— 
d and 


pool) 


terforid 
ire) 
tion) 
neath) 
ul, W.) 


] 


NOES— 
de and 


nploy- 

Bill, 
reven- 
ed on 
up the 
re, are 
id the 
and 1 
f this 
s been 
lations 
pertain 
uld be 
in pre- 








a 








1257 ring (Supplementory) {12 Fesruary 1900} Estinuites, 1258 


senting this Bill to Parliament at the the second time in the course of this 
earliest possible moment I believe we are | financial year it is my duty to submit a 
performing an imperative duty. Supplementary Estimate to this Committee 
for Army services. Hon. Members will 
recollect that in October last we voted 
35,000 men and £10,000,000 in addition 
RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCI-.| to something less than 185,000 men and 
DENTS) BILL. something more than £20,600,000, which 
“ For the better prevention of accidents Were voted on the normal annual Esti- 
on railways,” presented, and read the first Mates of the year. That Supplementary 
time; to be read a second time upon Estimate in October last was, based upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 78.] | our expectation of the sum which would 
fall due for payment in connection with 
COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT. © the war in South Africa before March 31. 
Mr. RITCHIE: I desire also to intro- I feel, Sir, that [ ought to apologise to 
duce a Bill to amend the Companies Acts. this Committee for mentioning so ele 
The House will remember that this mentary a matter, but my excuse is this, 
measure was considered by the House of that although we are all more or less ex- 
Lords, and the result of that considera- perts here and familiar with the methods 
tion was that a Bill was framed by a’ by which authority is given for raising 
Committee of the House of Lerds dealing supplies, there are others outside this 
with a very large number of the points to House who cannot be expeeted to know 
which public attention has been drawn. all the details of our financial system, but 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Upon a who take a very intelligible interest not 
point of order, [ wish to know if a Bill of only ee the conduet but also “% the a . 
this kind can be introduced under the ‘is war. [was travelling the other day 
‘ois wilieiken viet in the train, and I happened to be the 


es tiahs i ts ; ‘ unwilling eavesdropper during a very 
“Mr. SPEAKER : It is entirely at the animated debate, in which vigorous 
discretion of the Government what Bills charges were preferred against the Govern 
they should introduce. The Standing ent, especially in respect of what right 
Order imposes the responsibility upon pon, Gentlemen opposite call the Govern 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Solicitor General. 


them and not upon me. ment’s want of judgment and foresight, 

Mr. RITCHIE: The Government and the most prodigious indictment of all 
thought it desirable to introduce this Bill was that my right hon. friend the Chan 
as it came from the Lords with only a cellor of the Exchequer laboured last 
small verbal amendment. October under the delusion that this war 
could be successfully coneluded for the 
sum of £10,000,000. I wish to protect 
my right hon. friend against any 
similar nusapprehension with — regard 
COMPANIES BILL. to this Supplementary Estimate. I may 
perhaps say that, if the force originally 
estimated at 75,000 men and ‘some 
colonial troops had proved sufticient, that 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ritchie, Mr. Attorney General, and Mr. 
Solicitor General. 


“To amend the Companies Acts,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Thursday, and to be 


printed. [Bill 79.] estimate would have been a close one, 
But all that is ancient history. We have 

Tin. sche had to double and more than double 

SUPPLY. this force, and therefore it is I have to 

Considered in Committee. come down for the third time in one 


financial year to the Committee and ask 
for more men and more money. This 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- Estimate covers two broad purposes. The 

rith) in the Chair. | men and the money needed for the 


(In the Committee.) 


Army (SUPPLEMENTARY) Estimates, — Presecnition of this war account for hy 

(1899-1900). far the greater part of the Estimate which 

: : I am now submitting, but they do not, as 

NuMBER OF LAND FORCES, I shall show, account for the whole of it. 

THe UNDER SECRETARYorSTATE I de not propose, in my opening: state- 

ror WAR (Mr. WynpuAM, Dover): For ment in introducing this Estimate, to 
VOL. LXXVIIL [Fourru Series] = 3 A 
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dwell upon the subject of the prosecution 
of the war, although L hope I shali be 
ready in reply to give upon that subject 
any further information which any | 
hon. Member may desire. But I dealt | 
with that subject at some length not 
many days ago, and [ believe I shall 
fulfil the somewhat general expectation 
if I proceed at once to other services of a, | 
different character — namely, those which 
are necessary, in the opinion of the 
Government, tor placing home defence 
upon a satisfactory basis. The amount 
asked for in this Estimate in respect of 
those services | may say affords no clue, 
in our opinion, to their importance, , 
and certainly no clue to their magnitude. 
We are engaged in an over-sea expedition 
of unparalleled magnitude, and that has 
had two consequences. In the first place, 
in spite of its magnitude, it has failed to 
achieve its object, and we have to ask 
for further sms for the prosecution of 
the war. But in the second place, because 
of its magnitude it has reduced the re- 
sources available for home defence to a 
level altogether inadequate. On that 
ground we have to come to this Com- 
mittee and ask hon. Members to remedy 
that defect. Now we are making this 
appeal, but let me assure hon. Members 
that we make it im no spirit of panic. 
This which = military 
defence halt of the 
insurance, and only one half, is not, I 
believe, nearer, not much nearer, to-day 
than it was a Vear ago, But it is per- 
ceptibly greater. In exact proportion to 
the reduction of our military home 
defences, that risk is greater, and that is 
quite enough for the Government. — It is 
sufficient to justify their demand, and it 
is sufficient. [ believe, to justify our con- 
fidence that this Committee and the 
country will respond, will even seek to 
outstrip the Government in their alacrity 
to respond to such an appeal. Sir, | 
ought to say that our confidence in the 
power and splendid etticiency of the Fleet 
greater or more legitimate 
than it is now. But, whatever that con- 
fidence may be, and however reasonably 
entertained, neither this nor any other 
Government could be content to see the 
military resources for home defence fall 
much below the level to which we have 
been accustomed, or to brook a moment’s 
delay in taking the steps which are 
necessary to reduce the risk of which [| 
have spoken to the limits which we can | 


Mr. Wyndham. 


risk, against 


provides one 


Was never 
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contemplate with serenity. I have men- 
tioned the Fleet, and at the outset I pro- 
pose only to mention, to touch upon, and 
then leave the regular Army. I do that 
for one reason, because, even during the 
short time that I have represented the 
War Office, we have ‘heard the Regular 
Army discussed again and again. As | 
pointed out last October, controversy has 


‘raged round every detail of it—about its 
numbers, the composition of its units, the 


Reserve, the short-service system, the 
machinery by which it provides drafts to 
relieve the Army abroad, and at the same 
time mobilises for home defence. All 
that has been discussed, and the ciscus- 
sions have been most interesting. But 
they have had this result: that, so far as 
| know, the Votes on our Estimates for the 
Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteers have 
not been discussed for two or three years. 
These most important forces, these great 
sources, as we think, of actual strength, 
and, perhaps, greater sources of potential 
strength, have been altogether obscured 
and withdrawn from the consideration of 
the House of Commons. Now, the first 
question which | think should be sub- 
mitted to this Committee at this time 
is how we can turn the Auxiliary 
forces of this country to the best account. 
This subject has exercised a great deal of 
public attention recently. Writers of re 
pute, and in some cases of authority, 
have urged on the Government recourse 
to some measure of modified compulsion. 
The Government do not propose to take 
that step. It is the view of the Govern 
ment that these writers have overlooked 
or altogether under-estimated the vast 
volume of voluntary effort which — has 
been ofiered in face of emergency by the 
Yeomanry, by Volunteer corps, and even 
by civilians, not only in this country, but 
in every part of Her Majesty's dominions. 
We therefore think it inexpedient even 
to consider any recourse to compulsion 
until some further attempt has been 
made to develop and organise — these 
Auxiliary forces in time of peace. Our 
task and I put this as plainly as J can 
to the Committee—is not to throw the 
whole British Army and Auxiliary forces 
into the melting pot, with the War Office 
into the bargain. Nothing could be more 
foolish at such a moment. Our task is to 


/meet a great emergency by expedients. 


It does not follow that all these expedi- 
ents must be temporary. Our opinion is 
that, wherever possible, these expedients 
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should form integral parts of a permanent 
scheme, and that, wherever that is not 


possible-—and in many cases it must |! 
necessarily be impossible—they should, | 


at any rate, provide for us instructive 
experiments from which we may advance 
towards permaneney such a_ scheme 
as would provide for the normal require- 


ments of the Empire in times of peace, | 
and yet be capable of expansion in time | 


of war to the limits demanded by a period 
of Imperial danger. We hold that there 
is some consolation for our present diffi- 
culties in the great response of patriotism 
which they have evoked. We hold that 
this is a unique opportunity, and we believe 
that unless we turn it to the best 
account it will not remain unique, and 
we think that unless we profit by the 
present occasion similar difficulties, per- 
haps in an aggravated form, may trouble 
us in the future. It is said we can only 
learn by experience. That is cur inten- 


tion. A wise man makes a_ little 
experience go a long way. We have 


had enough experience, and we 
think we have had enough in the 
last few months to justify us in making 
proposals of some magnitude to the Com- 
mittee and the nation. What is the posi- 
tion! We have sent to South Africa a 
very large proportion of all the men who 
have been trained in the Regular Army. 
lam not going into the point as to the 
units which have been sent or as to the 
breaches that have been made in the 
organisation. I refer to the number and 
no more; but not all the trained men 
have been sent. In all on February 1 we 
had still in this country 109,000 Regular 
troops. Still we are left largely depend- 
dent on the Auxiliary forces. Now, first, 
I should like to consider the Auxiliary 
forces in respect of numbers, in respect of 
their units, regiments, battalions, batter- 
ies, and the duties at present allocated to 
those units under the existing scheme of 
defence. Lastly, I should like to submit 
to the Committee the opportunities we 
intend to give the Auxiliary forces in 
order that their numbers may expand, 
and that they may be in a position not 
only to fulfil their present duties more 
etticiently, but to take up other duties of 
i more onerous and exacting character. 
First, as to the mere numbers. On 
February 1 there were in this country 
Militiamen 97,500, Yeomanry 9,000, 


Volunteers 222,000, or in all 328,000 
These figures are based on this’ 


met, 


'12 Fepruary 1900! 
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calculation. I have only taken into 
account men who in the Militia and 


Yeomanry were present at training last 
year, and in the Volunteers men who 
were efficient, and then made _ the 
necessary additions and deductions. But 
I must point out that recruiting for the 
Auxiliary forces during the last month or 
so has reached a level which it never 
reached before. Jt has reached such a 
level as altogether to make good and ex- 
ceed the drain to which these forces have 
heen subjected, owing to those numbers 
who have with so much patriotism and 
gallantry crossed the sea to fight for their 
country. The Militia has gained by 
recruits last month 3,000 men. I ought 
just to point out that that is an under- 
estimate ; 4,729 recruits have joined the 
Militia, but, as hon. members who take an 
interest in these matters are well aware, 
a great number of men joining the Militia 
engage almost immediately afterwards in 
the Army. Everyone will, I think, allow 
that I have made a very liberal and ample 
reduction when I put the net gain at 
3,000. The Yeomanry have received in 
the last month 2,000 recruits. Of course 
it is true that the Yeomanry are sending 
8,000 men to South Africa. But all these 
men were not Yeomen on the establish- 
ment. We calculate that about 2,500 of 
them were yeomen and the rest were 
civilians who have been brought into that 
force and trained with great expedition 

thanks to the fact that in the Yeomanry 
we have an admirable machine which, 
thanks to the energy of the Yeomanry 
officers, has been admirably worked in 
order to provide the country at_ this 
moment with a considerable force of 
mounted infantry. The Volunteers have 
gained by recruiting last month 5,000 men, 
so that the total gain in numbers of the 
Auxiliary forces in a month has been 
10,000. That is under existing conditions, 
and with existing facilities I should like the 
Committee to consider the establishment 
of these Auxiliary forces, because the 
number which I gave of 328,000 is very far 
below the number of their establishment. 
I will not weary the Committee, if you 
are satisfied with the details which I am 
giving, by troubling you with too many 
figures. But I would take the full estab- 
lishment of the Militia, the Yeomanry, and 
the Volunteers which stood last year at 
405,107. Well, if yon deduct the efficient 
strength of these forces on Ist February 
you will find that there is a margin 

3A2 
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hetween those who are available at this 
moment and the establishment of 76,707. 
Do not the Committee hold, as we hold, 
that if under existing conditions the inflow 
of recruits is as voluminous as I have said, 
if we alter, if we improve the conditions, 
if we give further facilities to volunteer, 
we may count confidently on pulling up 
at least 50,000 of the 76,000 men ! 
Perhaps I ought net to trouble the Com- 
mittee with my personal view, but that 
is that we can easily reach the limits 
of the establishment. I will say 
no more on the question of mere numbers. 
We have got 528,000, but we aim at 
getting a full establishment of 405,000. 
Now lask the Committee to consider one 
of the things which has never been dis- 
cussed in this House, owing to the fact 
that we have not had time to consider the 
resources existing in the Auxiliary troops, 
and that is the units of these forces and 
their allocation under the existing scheme 
of defence for certain very necessary ser- 
vices. [do not wish to give these in any 
great detail, but in the Militia there are 
32 companies of garrison artillery. Well, 
if we apprehend invasion, there is a place 
allocated in a given garrison to every one 
of these companies. In the Militia there 
are 124 battalions of infantry. It we 
apprehended invasion under the existing 
scheme of defence 96 of these battalions 
would be required for — garrisons, 
leaving a margin unallotted — of 
28 battalions. Well, but we have already 
drawn very considerably upon — the 
Militia ; they have volunteered with such 
patriotism that we have heen able to 
send out, or are about to send, from this 
country 36° battalions, 30. of which are 
serving or are about to enter on active 
service in South Africa. So that leaves 
us eight battalions of Militia to the bad 
for the purpose of garrisoning our sea- 
ports, arsenals, and commercial harbours. 
The Yeomanry I need not touch in this 
respect. The Yeomanry under the present 
<cheme of defence was to act largely as a 
hody of irregular horse worrying the 
flanks of an enemy. Now as to the 
Volunteers. The Volunteer artillery are 
organised in corps, but those under our 
scheme would be expanded into a greater 
number of units for the purpose of 
garrisoning important points of the 


country. I need not give the details of 
that. A great number of these artillery 


units are needed for garrisons, and a good 
number—namely, &&—are allocated to 
Mr. Wyndham. 


‘COMMONS} 
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' positions around the vreat range of chalk 
hills surrounding this city, the heart of 
the Empire. So that under the existing 
scheme there are only ten artillery units 
of Volunteers which are unallotted and 
which we can deal with. In the same 
way of infantry---there are 214 battalions, 
of which 75 are allocated to garrisons and 
135 battalions are allocated to holding 
this great base around London and some 
of the advanced posts on the approaches 
to this great city. So that under 
the scheme as it did stand there were 
only four battalions of Volunteer infantry 
for which no specific purpose has been 
indicated or laid down. Now, that being 
so, we are left to the bad, so to speak, on 
both Militia and Volunteers together 

that is to say, we have made good the 
Volunteers which have gone to South 
Africa, but we have not made good the 
battalions of Militia. ‘Taking the two 
together, we have less battalion units in 
the country of the Auxiliary forces by 
some five than have been given definite 
posts for the defence of the country. 
Yes, but if we add 50,000 to the Auxiliary 
forces in the present year, if, as [ antici 
pate myself, we bring them up to their 
establishment and add something like 
75,000 men, it is clear that you will have 
a very large margin over and above those 
units which have been contemplated of 
from 50,000 to 70,000 Auxiliary troops, 
which you can divert to other purposes, 


| perhaps of a more onerous and important 
‘ character. 


There is another consideration 
I submit to the Committee. In estimating 
the garrisons necessary we have considered 
that about 50 per cent. more of the 
Auxiliary foree would be needed than we 
should need if we were able to fill these 
garrisons and to take wy these positions 
with Regulars for passive defence only. 
If the Committee bear in mind the 
number of battalions of Militia and 
Volunteers to whom were allotted the 
duties of passive defence at 30 per cent., 
and if they will believe, as we think 


they may believe, that if we give 
greater opportunities, greater encour- 


agement, and greater help, — the 
Auxiliary Forces of the country can 
very well undertake the duties of passive 
defence without having any percentage 
allowed in their favour as against Regular 
troops—if the Committee believe that, 
why, then, of the Militia you will get in 
hand thirty battalions and of Volunteers 
seventy battalions, for if you take that 
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30 per cent. there were something like 
ninety battalions of Militia allocated for 
these purposes, and something like 210 
Volunteer battalions, and you will find if 
we make the Militia and Volunteer forces 
of the country efficient for holding 
garrisons and defensive positions, their 
existing numbers would give us a margin 
of 100 battalions. We shall leave that 
margin or the greater part of it for other 
purposes, to which [ will refer later on, 
hut first I will ask the Committee, for it 
is a very important point, not to minimise 
the importance of these duties to which | 
have referred, ‘these duties of passive 
defence. Recollect that for all our 
garrisons we depend solely upon the 
Auxiliary Forces of this country, that in 
the event of apprehended invasion we 
should not have one Regular soldier to 
put into an arsenal, dockyard, or com- 
mercial port, however great the interests 
involved, for the protection of such places 
trom momentary raids. You cannot 
exaggerate the importance of those duties, 
and with the Fleet away we must contem 
plate the possibility of such raids. The 
Fleet possibly would be away ; its first 
duty would be to be away. [An Hon. 
Member: Why ?| The Fleet would be 
off the enemy’s coasts or facing an enemy’s 
fleet at sea. Although [| know there is a 
school of politicians in this House—-I will 
hot venture to call them the “ blue water ” 
school—who believe that under such cir- 
cumstances we should be all perfectly 
happy, I beg leave to tell hon. Members 
that we should be very much happier if 
we had 120,000 men or more as an addi- 
tional guarantee against small raids, 
movable columns to prevent raids of the 
smallest character and to prevent small 
expeditions from landing and interfering 
with our naval signal stations. Such 
duties are of the utmost importance ; they 
serve the purpose of protecting the vital 
parts in our corporate being, just as the 
muscles of the chest and the ribs protect 
the heart and lungs; and you cannot do 
without them, whatever be your means of 
defence. Well, we intend, if we can, to 
increase the efficiency of the Auxiliary 
forces in order that they may undertake 
these duties, and with the utmost confi- 
dence that they will discharge them with 
perfect efficiency. We hope also to ex- 
pand the numbers of the Auxiliary forces 
so that they may be qualified to under- 
take even other duties. If that be so, it 


112 FEBR 


is clear that we must encourage enlist- 
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ment and give greater facilities for train- 
ing. Now, I do not know that I need go 
into the details of the proposals very 
minutely ; but I will take the Militia. 
As at present advised, we do not 
contemplate taking any step which would 
profoundly alter the character of that 
force. I read only to-day a very inte- 
resting article by the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Wigtonshire, which may 
possibly contain the germs of some future 
reorganisation of the Militia. That is 
quite possible, but we do not propose now, 
in a time of emergency, to take any steps 
which might destroy the characteristics 
of the force which endear it to those who 
belong to it, and which might break its 
traditions and injure it as a recruiting 
machine; but we do propose to put the 
pay of a militiaman on a par with the 
pay of a soldier in the regular forces, and 
we propose to embody the whole of the 
Militia during the spring and summer, 
and to put them all under canvas, except 
those who may be allocated to some 
barracks about which there are special 
facilities for training. That being so, it 
naturally follows that we should pay the 
Militiaman for his work more than we have 
paid hitherto. We should not ask a man 
to soldier for four, five, or six months 
for the same remuneration we gave him 
when he soldiered for only one month. 
Then, we will do our very best to give 
facilities for practising at targets; we 
shall provide the Militia of this country 


with completely organised — military 
transport, and Militia officers will 
have special opportunities for train 


ing. The Militia force is a very 
large force, and if we do that we believe 
we shall awake a great response. It is a 
constitutional force, and, above all, the 
county force, and if the county gentle- 
men of England will cnly help us and 
work with us in putting the Militia where 
it can he and where it ought to be put, 
we are sanguine enough to suppose that 
the Militia will be pulled up to its establish 
ment in the course of a year. ‘Then | 
come to the Volunteers. | noticed some 
derisive laughter a few moments ago when 
I said that a number of the artillery bat- 
teries of the Volunteers were located for 
defensive positions on the chalk hills about 
London, and of course hon. Members 
know very well that the Volunteer 
artillery is armed with the old muzzle- 
loading gun. There are, however, a great 
many men in this House, and in this they 
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are at one with a great proportion cf 
public opinion in this country, who have 


long desired that the Volunteers should , 
he armed with the most modern weapon. | 


That is what the Government propose to 


‘COMMONS} 


do, Then, in ordinary times it is a rule, | 


and a very sound and reasonable rule, that | 


no new Volunteer force should be raised, | 


or any considerable addition made to the 
Volunteer force, unless notice of it is 
given in November, in order that the 
proposal may be considered, with a fair 
amount of time, for the next year’s Esti- 
mate. We abrogate that condition, and 
we say that any Volunteer corps, any 
Volunteer battalion, may from this day 
forward enlist up to 1,000, 
where they are already in excess of that 
number, or reach it soon and feel that 
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ceed more or less on the lines with which 
we are all familiar—namely, you give the 
capitation sum for an article which meets 
certain requirements, and if you give £1 
a day for a waggon which, in your opinion, 
is suitable to the object in view, I do not 
think that involves an_ illiberal policy. 
Then we shall also encourage Volunteer 
regiments to form in each battalion a 
company of mounted infantry, where 
that can be done without — clash- 
ing, so to speak, with the  recruit- 
ing area of the Yeomanry regiment. 
Since these forces are voluntary, and we 


are glad that they are voluntary, we can- 


and that | 


they can easily go beyond it, then they | 


may divide into two battalions and pro- | 


ceel to fill those two 
{An Hon. MemBer: Is it the same for 
the artillery ?] The hon. Member asks 
whether artillery corps will be allowed to 
fill up their establishment 


battalions. | 


| 


not say, “You shall train for so many 
months, and if you do not we shall not 
continue our assistance.” All we ean do 
is to hold up a standard which we think 
a suitable one, and we think that Volun- 
teer artillery should train for some three 
months if they are to be prepared for a 
period of emergency, and we think that 
Volunteer infantry should train for one 


| month under canvas, if they wish to put 


-ves, certainly. | 


We shall naturally give a higher capita- | 
tion grant to the Volunteers, but we shall, | 


and | think with reason, exact a higher 
standard of efficiency from them. We 
cannot compel the Volunteers—we do not 
wish to compel them—all that we say is 
that we are ready to give them all that 


they need in order to make themselves | 


into an efficient force. We are prepared 
to invite them to train under canvas for 
one month in the course of the spring and 
the summer—the whole force—in such a 
way as to suit the convenience of different 
regiments. Some regiments are recruited 
from men who are busy at one kind of 
work, others are recruited from men who 
are busy at another kind of work, and I 
do not think it lies with us to say more 


than that the Volunteers will have in the | 


course of the spring and the summer the 
opportunity of training for one month 
under canvas. Then, we shall do all that 
we can to give them facilities for musketry ; 
we shall make more ranges for them, and 
afford them every opportunity for practis- 
ing at those ranges. We shall give them 
transport. [An Hon. Memper: Hired 7] 
Hired transport—not in all cases per 
manent transport, but hired. It was good 
enough at any rate for the requirements 
of the Regulars during the manceuvres 
two years ago. [An Hon. MemBer: Bad 
enough.| As hon. Members are well 
aware, with the Volunteers you must pro- 
Mr. Wyndham. 


| 
} 





themselves upon a level with Regular 
troops for the defence of this country, or 
to approach it. I do not know whether 
I have made that part of our policy clear, 
if I have [ will pass on. I think it is 
enough to have stated broadly that we 
do not want to wreck a national move- 
ment for the sake of water bottles and 
transport. [ think it most improbable 
that the artillery Volunteers can give 
anything like that time for training; all 
that Ido say is that if any particular 
corps wish to train for three months 
we will not place any obstacles in their 
way. [{‘Ob.”] Hon. Members say “ Oh,” 
but surely the most impolitic thing in the 
world for us to do would be to dictate to 
the Volunteers, who are citizens engaged 


| in private business, holding in many cases 


positions of trust, and who are kind 
enough to offer a great deal of their time. 
What would be more discouraging than to 
tell them “That is not enough, and you 
will be useless unless you give more 
time”! 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) How 
much ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I think on this 


occasion, When [ am bringing in, after all, 
only a Supplementary Estimate, which, if 
accepted, will no doubt commit us to the 
broad features of some such scheme, but 
will not commit us to the details—-and 
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upon the details we invite suggestion and 
criticism—-it would be inexpedient to 
discuss questions of detail, and pounds, 
shillings, and pence, when introducing 
for the first time a broad scheme of 
public policy. The response the Volun- 
teers may make will not be in itself the 


measure of the encouragement which we , 


are prepared togive them. Assume that the 
Militia and the Volunteers come forward 
in their hundreds of thousands, we shall 


be prepared to let them camp ; we have | 


at this moment in this country 
sufficient tents for 600,000 men. 
Then there is one other similar point 
upon which I think I ought, perhaps, to 
touch for one moment. My noble friend 
Lord Wemyss has urged upon us that we 
should encourage those who have served 
in Volunteer forces, and who have left 
them, to keep up their rifle practice, or, 
at any rate, to have their names re- 
gistered so that we should know where to 
go if we wanted to put every man upon 
the field of battle. Well, that is a scheme 
which we are quite prepared to consider 
in a favourable spirit, but we think that 
we ought to consider it in consultation 
with the commanding officers of existing 
corps. I come now to the Yeomanry. 
We propose to follow the same lroad 
policy in regard to the Yeomanry. We 
invite, we encourage the Yeomanry to fill 
up their numbers to the establishment. 
We invite every Yeomanry regiment to 
come out for a month under canvas, and, 
of course, as in the case of the Militia, we 
shall increase their rate of pay, their 
present rate of pay resulting already in a 
pecuniary burden, and being altogether 
inadequate to any such term of service as 
that which we now propose. Further 
than that I doubt that we shall go. We 
would wish to consider, again in consulta- 
tion with officers in any Yeomanry regi- 
ments, whether the time has not come 
for modifying somewhat the tactics in 
which that force is at present exercised. 
It is the opinion of those who have the 
greatest qualification for advising us that 
this country does not lend itself in any 


large measure to what are called tactics | 


by cavalry, and certainly it is very hard 
to drill Yeomanry. However patriotic 
they may be, and however much of their 
time they may be ready to give, it is not 
only hard but impossible to train Yeo- 
manry to take part in charges as a cavalry 
brigade, and therefore, although it may 
not be necessary to call them mounted 
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infantry, undoubtedly, [ think, in the 
future, in regard to the Yeomanry of this 
country, all will agree with us that the time 
has come for devoting more attention to 
the occupation and the shifting of positions. 
But we do not want to rush them, we do 
not want to take any steps which might 
modify the characteristics and the traci- 
tions of the force. We see that what it 
has been, and is to-day, is probably 
hecause its traditions have been respected ; 
we know that from the Yeomanry we 
have raised 8,000 mounted infantry for 
South Africa; we know that we can raise 
more, and we hope great things from 
a force which has exhibited so much 
versatility and so much zeal. Coming to 
the general question of the further duties 
of a more onerous character which are 
necessary to any effective defence, how- 
ever great the national patriotism may be, 
passive defence, of course, is not enough. 
[ have likened passive defence to the 
muscles and bones of the chest which 
protect the vital organs, but, however 
good that protection may be, it is not 
enough to endure blows; you must. be 
ready to parry and plant them, and for 
that you need a fist to hit back with. 
Now that fist with soldiers is a mobile 
army, and such a force must be capable, if 
I may quote the words of a military critic 
who wrote an article the other day in 
The Times hostile to the War Oftice—must 
be ready to take what is called the swift 
defensive; it must be highly organised, 
and capable of rapid and precise direction 
over long distances, and for that it needs, 
by the universal experiences of all armies, 
and the consensus of military authori- 
ties in ail countries, a certain proportion 
between the several arms of the Service. 
It needs, also, a staff for commanding the 
three arms in those proportions, and 
for the carrying on of a corporate 
life from day to day in a general 
movement, and it needs certain other ser- 
vices on which I need not, perhaps, dwelt, 
such as Royal Engineers and Army Ser- 
vice Corps, and so on. Now, I believe 
that I excite a certain amount—I will 
not say of disappointment in this House, 
but of dissatisfaction—when in these 
debates I talk about army corps. — It is 
very difficult for anyone who represents 
the War Otfice to speak about army corps 
without setting almost the whole of the 
' Committee against him, and I will ex- 
‘plain the reason. The reason is this— 
i that one-half of the Members of this 
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House dv not know what an army corps 
is, and do not want to know; they are 
content if the sum is done in numbers of 
men, of guns, and forces, and so on. But 
the other half knows so extremely well 
what an army corps is, that they alto- 
gether repudiate the War Office defini- 
tion of it. Let me once for all say what 
I mean when I speak of anarmy corps. | 
mean such a distribution of infantry hat- 
talions, cavalry regiments, and artillery 
batteries, Royal Engineers, and Army 
Service Corps as will give us that pro- 
portion upon which all military critics are 
agreed. I do not claim that they will be 
commanded, asin Germany, by the same 
generals and the same staff in times of 
peace as in times of war. [ know that it 
is dithenlt to reach that ideal, but I think 
we may approach more closely to it’ than 
we have done, But so far as we nave got, 
[ mean what I say, and claim uo more. 
For this mobile force, which is necessary 
as a complement for defence, we propose 
to aim at three army corps and three 
cavalry brigades. That has been our aim 
for the defence of this country ever since 
Iss, and [think we have shown that 
practically, under the definition which I 
have given, we have recently reached 
that standard, because we have sent out 
more than two army corps, and have 
in this country the other half of the third, 
By far the most serious aspect of what has 
taken place in South Africa is not that 
we have sent into that country 128,000 


Regular soldiers, but that we have sent | 


what I may call the permanent plant of 
two army corps—-the guns, the trained 
artillery, the engineers, and the Army 
Service Corps. That being so, we are de- 
ficient to that extent. Our proposal is 

-and this is a permanent proposal—-to 
raise at once the artillery, the Army 


Service Corps, and the engineers for two | 


more army corps. That is to say, we 
propose to raise at once thirty-six 
batteries of field artillery, and seven 
batteries of horse artillery. In fact, we 
have for some time past been taking 
every step in our power to accomplish 
that object. Now I hope the Com- 
mittee understand this. 1 do not want 
to mislead them. Our scheme is 
this-that there shall always be in this 
country at full war strength those per- 
manent parts of an army corps which are 
difficult to improvise. Therefore, when 
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army corps back from the war, then we 
propose to hold up the fourth and fifth— 
not to maintain them at war strength, but 
to maintain them as training establish- 
ments. Now I come to the men. How 
can we get them! I[ hardly feel justified 
in troubling you with the details. We 
can take a nucleus of trained men from 
each of the batteries now in this country ; 
we can take details left from the batteries 
which have gone to South Africa ; we can 
‘take the artillery Reservists, of whom 
there are 3,337 in this country. We do 
not mean to poach heavily wpon garrison 
artillery. There are in this country .a 
number of men who have served twelve 
vears with the colours.and in the Reserve. 
We propose to invite them back into the 
hatteries, and in order to raise these 
forty-three batteries —a large programme 
we propose to invite all those who have 
any training or aptitude for such work. 
Any volunteer, artilleryman, or engineer 
who feels disposed to assist his country, 
we invite him to enlist for one year into 
these field batteries. I now come to the 
cavalry. There would be three brigades 
nine cavalry 1egiments ; and six others 
will be needed for corps and drvisional 
work. That is, fifteen in all. There are 
left in this country five cavalry regiments, 
and we are bringing them up to 
war strength. Then we have _ three 
‘regiments of Household Cavalry, each 
one of which has sent a squadron to 
South Africa to form a composite regi- 
ment. We propose to extend each one 
of these three regiments up to war 
strength. That gives us eight. Each 
one of the twelve cavalry regiments in 
South Africa has left behind it a reserve 
squadron, and we mean to turn each of 
these into a service squadron. That will 
give us the equivalent of four regiments. 
We hope—at any rate, we shall invite 
‘the Yeomanry, in addition to their train- 
jing as units, to give us, as they have 
{done for South Africa, a troop apiece. If 
that is done, we ean form a whole 
| brigade of mounted infantry from the 
/Yeomanry of this country. That gives 
jus the equivalent of fifteen regiments— 
| the proportion of mounted and unmounted 
|men which, according to military opinion, 
|should be aimed at. We should need 
‘for these three army corps seventy-five 
| battalions of infantry — twenty-five in 
jeach. We have—or shall have in a 


the army corps are sent abroad there will | few days, when certain battalions re urn 
be three here. When you get the two} from colonial stations—seventeen. bat~ 
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talions of Regulars in this country. We 
have voted now for three years three 


more battalions on the annual Estimates, 
and we are raising them very rapidly. 
We propose—-and this again is a_per- 
manent, and not an emergency proposal 


to raise twelve more battalions of 
infantry, and add them to the estab- 
lishment of the British Army. That 


figure has been arrived at very care- 
fully in order that the Army may supply 
the reliefs and drafts for colonial stations, 
for India, and South Africa without being 
subjeet to a strain which would shatter it 
altogether. Those fifteen battalions, 
together with the seventeen, will give us 
thirty-two battalions of regular infantry. 
We think that we see our way to raising 
them. We shall take a larger proportion 
of men on a three years engagement ; 
we shall allow men who have served in 
those regiments to come back, as in the 
ease of artillery, although they have done 
their twelve years with the colours and 
in the Reserves. In that case we shall 
allow them to serve on fora pension. I 
cannot leave out of account the fact that 
recruiting is now at the flood tide. 1 
remember telling the House when I intro- 
duced the Estimates last March that the 
first four weeks of recruiting last year 
was a record. In that period we got for 
the regular Army 4,227 recruits, but in 
the first four weeks of this year we have 
got 6,103, an increase of 1,876 on what 
had hitherto been the record year ever 
since the Franco-German War. We have 
another emergency proposal upon which 
I ought to say a word. There are in this 


country a great number of men who have | 


received a military training—men who 
have done their three or seven years with 
the colours and their nine or five years 
in the Reserve. For those men there 
Is an existing provision. They are 
allowed to remain in the Reserve for 
a period of four years, but that section 


of the Reserve, E, has been for the most | 


part closed against all except men with 
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possible to raise a certain number of 
reserve emergency battalions for this year 
only. The number of such men is very 
large. It has been estimated by actuaries 
that the number is considerably over 
200,000, sothat there must be a great many 
men against whom no moral or physical 
disability could be raised. I deprecate 
too close an inquiry now into the selee- 
tion of the battalions which will be wanted 
to make up our seventy-five battalions. 
It is clear that from thirty to forty 
battalions will still he wanted to be drilled 
into this moving, mobile force of three 
army corps. This problem is a very com- 
plicated one. It is complicated by the 
fact that we have no barrack room, by the 
fact that the Militia battalions which 
have hitherto been embodied have been 
embodied because their Regular battalions 
have been sent to South Africa, 
and also by the fact of the vary- 
ing strength of the Militia battalions. 
What I would ask the Committee to 
believe is that the War Office staff started 
to grapple with this difficult problem ; 
they are now striving to find out how 
they can select the seventy-five battalions, 
and | think they should be left a free 


hand, without being obliged now to 
mention this or that battalion and seo 


possibly give rise to subsequent dis- 
appointment. It may be that here and 
there it will be right and proper to send 
a particular Militia battalicn to a par- 
ticular barrack, and that that barrack 
will not give sufficient accommodation for 
such a battalion. Such cases have, indeed, 
happened already ; and in such cases we 
have been obliged to allow a certain 
number of the men to goon leave. But if 
it happens in future, in such cases, since 
we consider it important to get to work 
at once, we shall have to resort to 
measures of expediency, and perhaps 


billet the men or hire some extra 
accommodation for them. That, how- 
ever, will only be done on a_ small 


scale, where a particular battalion does 


some special qualification—artificers and | 


so forth. The door has been opened only a 
little way when some particular corps has 
found its reserves sinking to a low level. 
We propose now to throw the door wide 
open, and to let men who would have 
gone into the Reserve come back and 


not fit a particular barrack. We have 
been urged to embody immediately 
the whole of the Militia. We do not 
think that would be a very wise course. 
It could only be done by one of two 
means—either by hutting an enormous 
number of men, in which case the huts 


serve in the Regular Army for a period | could not be ready until the men could 


of one year, 


We believe—giving them | be provided for in tents, or we should 


some inducement for their surrender of | have to billet the whole of the Militia of 
positions in civil life--that it will be | the country ; and we believe that would 
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be the very worst preparation for a force 
upon which we shall depend so largely 
during the coming vear. Hon, Members 
will see that we shall need to find by 
some means a great number of officers for 
the Army. We wish to avoid one course 
which we should consider erroneous under 
the present circumstances. We do not 
wish to fleece the Militia and Volunteers 


Army (Supple mentary) 


in order to find officers for the Regular | 
Army ; but we do believe that the offer | 
of a small number of commissions in the | 
Regular Army to the officers of the Militia | 
and Volunteers will increase instead of | 
diminish the number of officers in these | 


Auxiliary forces. We propose to offer 
one Army commission to each battalion 
of Militia, and it is confidently hoped 
that at least three young gentlemen will 
enter a battalion under the belief that 
each will be the fortunate one to secure 
the appointment. 


“sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- | 
mouth): Does that mean in time of | 
peace? One commission annually ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : No, I am not talk- 
ing of times of peace, but now. Iam 
not talking of a permanent scheme, 
though it will probably be made perma- 


nent. We shall need 253 artillery 


officers, and 622 officers of the Line; but | 


for the bulk of these officers we propose 
to offer commissions to our colonists ; to 
all the Universities—not Oxford, Cam- 
bridge, and Trinity College alone—but 
Durham, Victoria, Edinburgh, and in fact 
allthe Universities of the United Kingdom, 
and a certain small number to the public 
Then we have the reserve of 
Some 500 of these have already 
volunteered for service, and 100 are 
already employed. We shall look to this 
reserve of officers to come forward ; and 
we shall look to those who are not in the 
reserve, but have had five or seven years 
training in the Regular Army, to show 
that if the country requires their assist- 
ance now they are ready to offer their 
services. I am afraid the Committee 
will consider I am explaining this point 
at too great a length, but it is a very im- 
portant point. We are deeply sensible 
of the fact that we are making very 
large demands upon the temper and 
patriotism of the country. We are 
practically asking every man _ who 
has had any military training to offer the 


schools. 
officers. 


advantage of that training to us during | 


Mr. Wyndham, 
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this year; and we are practically asking 
a great many people who have the time 
to acquire military training to devote 
that time during the course of this year, 
If we do that, what shall we have to 
show in return? I have stated that we 
have 109,000 Regwlars in the country. 
The increase which [ have suggested will 
at least add 30,000 Regular troops to the 
Army—I think the number will be higher, 
but put it as low as 30,000. I stated at 
the outset that we have 328,500 of 
Auxiliary forces in this country. If 
there is the response which I anticipate 
I put the expansion at 50,000 at the 
lowest. I believe myself that it will be 
But on those figures 
we ought soon to have in this country 
517,500 men trained to arms or to a 


great extent undergoing training in 
the course of the next few months. 


Personally, I believe the figures will ap- 
proach more nearly to 600,000 than to 
500,000. It must be remembered that 
this is not an army which is going to 
march about; but it is a force which 
has had opportunities of acquiring train- 
ing, and which will, therefore, be 
available in the event of any snch force 


‘being required. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Are these 


+? 


temporary or permanent - 


Increases 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Regular troops 
are very largely permanent, or a great 
the fifteen hattalions of 
infantry and the forty-three hatteries of 
artillery. It is temporary as regards the 


‘artillery, because, as we get our artillery 
| back from South Africa, we shal! fold up 


the artillery of the twoarmy corps. But I 
cannot disguise from the Leader of the 
Opposition that the fifteen battalions of 


‘infantry are in our mind permanent addi- 


tions to the Regular Army. The de- 
mands which we make of course depend 
on the view which this Committee takes 
of our proposals. We cannot very well 
issue this invitation, and it cannot be 
accepted, unless the Committee adopts 
the broad features of this scheme. It 
may, and probably will, find something 
to criticise in points of detail. That we 
expect and welcome. But I think we 
may anticipate that it will not be criti- 
cised on the ground that on the whole it 
I think this Committee 
will feel that as to the scope of it, at 
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any rate, we are all in substantial agree-| to the hon. Gentleman with that delight 


ment—at any rate the majority of this 


House, and the majority of the people. ; 
It cannot be urged | 


Times have changed. 
against us now, as it was urged some 


time ago by a clever writer, Mr. Bagehot, | 


against a great statesman, that we object 


to war merely because it is war, or to ex- | 
penditure because it is expenditure. No ; | 


war, as that writer went on to say, is 
often necessary. Finance is not an end ; 
money is but a means. 


He went on to, 


say that it may be one of our duties to | 
see to the military detence of England : 
and, if so, we must not sit down and | 


count the cost. If so, this is not the 
age for arithmetic; it is also for states- 
men to szecrifice cherished hopes. I 
do not quote that as an invitation or an 
incitement to the Committee. I quote it 
as a prophecy of the temper of the nation 
to-day. It may be that the sacrifice will 
he required. But I am convinced that 
we shall all remember that, thanks to like 
sacrifices made by our fathers, we have 
heen able to turn our energies to the arts 
of peace. In memory of our fathers, and 
for the sake of our children, we shall not 
shrink when the call is made on ourselves. 
I should not like to close on a note which 
might be thought alarming. I said at the 
outset that this risk, which may become a 
fact, is not near. I say it again. I may 
therefore be asked why we should rush 
forward to anticipate it. For answer I 
borrow an old phrase—that it is too late 


‘ 


| regarded, 


| which we always experience when he 
speaks, and he has in most particulars 
explained with great power of- luminous 
exposition. The first observation I would 
make is, that we, being here in Com- 
‘mittee of Supply for the purpose of 
veting money for the service of the 
country, the element of cost has been 
from the first to the last totally dis- 
We have not heard a single 
figure from the hon. Gentleman as to 
what those great changes and increases 
in the Army are likely to amount to in 
money. He has not even told us .how 
much of the money required is due to the 
war now in progress, and how much to 
future preparation. 

Mr. WYNDHAM : for 


future preparation. 


£420,000 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


‘Of course, having heard this elaborate 


scheme of the Government, as explained 
by the hon. Gentleman, the Committee 
cannot be expected to pronounce an 
opinion upon it suddenly. I believe the 
frame of mind of nine-tenths of those who 


‘hear me is that, for the purpose of the 


to look for instruments when the work ' 


calls for execution. Let us begin the 
search now. Weneed not seek far afield. 
The weapons lie apt to our hand in the 
patriotic fervour of our country. 
have but to take them up and set an edge 
upon them; then, if the call comes, we 
shall be ready to answer. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a further number of Land Forces, 
not exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be 
maintained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at 
Home and Abroad, during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1900.” 
—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The hon. Gentleman has exposed to 
us, and not at too great a length, a great 
scheme for strengthening the Army, and 
directed especially to the home defensive 
forces of this country. We have listened 


We | 


t 








present war and for the sake of re 
enforcing our Army in South Africa and 
making good any gaps in our home 
defence which the despatch of reinforce- 
ments may cause—for these purposes we 
are ready to agree to almost anything 
the hon. Member asks for. It is not upon 
any point connected with the conduct or 
necessity of the present war that much 
criticism or anxiety will be shown by us. 
We shall not look too closely at his pro- 
posals, whatever ideas we may have of 


/ our own as to the particular course which 


should be taken. But what the Committee 
is entitled to regard, I will not say with 
jealousy, but with the extremest caution, 
is proposals which go into the future. We 
should not, I think, in a moment, not, as 
the hon. Member very properly said, of 
panic—because there is no panic in the 
body of the people—but in a moment 


of anxiety and alarm, in a troubled 
air, at all events, commit- our- 
selves to any great scheme for the 


development or increase or extension or 
reconstruction or alteration of our armed 
forces, but we should remember that that 
is a matter requiring the most serious 
and careful investigation and considera- 
tion, for which we are justified in asking 
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the Government to give us full time to 
consider and examine it. I confess that 
I was greatly relieved when I heard the 
hon. Member disclaim any intention to 
apply compulsion in this matter. I have 
seen letters in the press about conscrip- 
tion, as if Conscription was a_ possibility 
in this country, as if it were a possi- 
bility on either of two grounds —first, 
because the duties imposed in time of 
peace upon our Army for garrisoning 
distaat places are duties which never have 
been, and never could be, imposed upon 
a conscript army; and, secondly, be- 
cause the very idea of conscription is 
foreign to the disposition and temper of 
our people, and would have the imme- 
diate effect, as schemes of conscription 
have had before, of destroying all that 


natural fervour to which the hon. 
Gentleman referred, which leads our 
people in so magnificent a way 


to offer their services to their country 
without any compulsion being applied. 
Iam not ina position to discuss or criti- 
cise the detailed provisions which the hon. 
Gentleman explained to us. I followed 
the hon. Gentleman as well as I could, 
and [ am sure no one could have explained 
the proposals with greater facility and 
clearness and persuasiveness than he, but 
still we require to see these things in 
print and to think over them before we 
can pronounce a definite opinion upon 
them. There are, however, one or two 
broad lines upon which I entirely agree 
with him. The Government propose to 
develop and to lean largely on the Auxi- 
liary forces. Although [am not one who 
would admit that successive Administra- 
tions have treated the Auxiliary forces 
with the neglect, or almost the contempt, 
which is sometimes attributed to them, 
it caunot be denied that more could be 
done than has hitherto been done. We 
have expected from them a far greater 
amount of proficiency than we were en- 
titlea to expect, especially the Volunteers. 
Therefore, when I heard the hon. Gentle- 
man propose that there should be a 
change in that respect, and that the 
Militia should be put on the footing of 
the Line of the Army, that they should 
be embodied for a month, that they should 
have greater opportunities of target prac- 
tice, that the officers should have means of 
instruction, and when I heard that the 
Volunteers should have the best weapons, 
that they also should be better trained, 


and have more opportunities, and should | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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he treated generously in every respect to 
make themselves efficient, I entirely 
agreed with him. The only question is 
whether, if you put too much upon those 
forces, they will respond to your de. 
mands. Take the class of men who join 
your Volunteers or Militia. Are they 
the class of men who can go away for a 
month every year or for a longer period ! 
Such are the considerations which must 
govern the position, and not what we, 
sitting at our desks, think is the best 
thing to do. We have to consider the 
degree in which they will be tasteful or 
distasteful to men of this character, and 
that can only be found out by experience. 
[ approve of the idea, and although it 
may not be carried out to the full extent 
which the hon. Member hopes for, still it 
can be carried to a very great length. 
Another point upon which, [ think, most 
of those who have considered these 
matters closely will agree, is that it is 
most desirable to increase considerably 
both our artillery and our cavalry. [am 
fully aware of the effect upon the infantry 
of the narrow limits of battalions ; but, 
after all, these are matters upon which 
we must reserve our opinion. These 
are matters which can be discussed 
quite as naturally and preperly upon 
the Estimates for next year as upon those 
for this exceptional year. I should like 
to look upon this exceptional Estimate, 
though it does run into hundreds of thou- 
sands of pounds, as a War Estimate simply, 
and to leave the question of future increases 
and rearrangements for discussion upon 
the ordinary Estimates of the year. But | 
am bound to say that if we find that this 
gives a large increase to the fighting 
strength of the country we shall have to 
ask ourselves two questions—Is this 
increased fighting strength necessary, and 
what is it that requires this increase of 
force? We fall back upon the old dictum 
—that your policy determines your arma- 
ments, which is as true now as when it 
was originally uttered. If it is only that 
the experience of this war, the first great 
war we have had since the Crimean War, 
has shown certain defects—-which I have 


no doubt it has—certain deficiencies, 
certain points in organisation which 


require to be modified, certain  defi- 
ciencies, especially in matéricl, then by 
all means fill up the deficiencies and 
correct the defects; but if this large 
addition to the forces of the country 
means an alteration in the policy of this 
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country, an alteration in the character 
of this country, an alteration in the 
character of the British Empire — so 
that it becomes a military empire, this 
kingdom a military kingdom, not 
only we, but a large body of men in the 
country, not confined to one side of 
politics, would object to the proposal. 
We should be pardoned, I am sure, if we 
looked with the extremest jealousy upon 
any proposal which might tend in that 
direction, because we should regard it as 
one of the greatest calamities that could 
befall our country to take a step in that 
direction. There is one other thing | 
should like to point out to the Committee, 
the analogy which is being drawn between 
this and the Crimean War. I see it often 
stated that we are in the same _ position 
that we were in during the Crimean War. 
I remember the Crimean War well. There 
is no analogy whatever between the two 
In the Crimean War everything 
broke down —the transport and medical 
services broke down, the commissariat did 
not exist, every service connected with 
the Army failed, and the efficient strength 
of the Army itself almost vanished during 
those dreadful months of the first winter 
in the Crimea. What do we find now ? 
We see an army of 180,000 men sent, not 
to the Crimea, but to the other side of the 
world, without hitch or difficulty, an army 
well found, well fed, well armed, well hos- 
pitaled, if | may coin the word ; we hear no 
complaints of the manner in which thatarmy 
has been provided with all that is required 
for it. There is no comparison between 
the two cases. All that can be said of the 
present army is that it is not large enough 
for the task it is called upon to perform. 
But let me point out that that may be a 
fault of the task quite as much as of the 
army, and therefore | ask that whatever 
we do we shall not, in our realisation of 
the facts now before us in South Africa, 
in our discovery of the difficulties we 
have to meet there, rush into some great 
project of future military development, 
which, I believe, would be the very 
worst thing that could happen to our 
country. I am glad of the moderation 
whieh [ discern in the proposals of the 
hon. Member; he has not taken the 
advice which has been so freely given 
him in the public prints. So far a: { can 
judge at present, I by no means find 
tault with his proposals as going too 
far, but on looking into them and when 
we hear from him, as I hope we shall, 
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some estimate of future numbers and 
cost, we shall be better able to judge 
whether the scheme of the Government 
tends in the direction to which I have 
referred, and which, I believe, the whole 
feeling and sentiment of the country will 
oppose in the strongest manner possible, 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Agreeing as [ do 
with what has fallen from the Leader o 
the Opposition--namely, that we ought 
to distinguish between the general re- 
organisation of the Army and the prose- 
cution of the present war—I must dissent 
from the encomiums passed on the War 


Office. Having said that, [ shall say no 
more on that point; we shall disenss it 
later. War is a bad time for reor- 
ganising the War Office, and we 
should avoid as far as we can this 
session general propositions for Army 
reform and reorganisation. — [ cannot 
refrain from expressing considerable 


disappointment with the tone of a large 
portion of the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman who introduced this motion. 
There was in that statement far too mneh 
about fixed defences, home Army, home 
defences, and invasion, and far too little 
contemplation of the rea! military problems 
of the country which he has to face ; and 
although at the conclusion he did some- 
thing to remove the impression he nad 
made, the earlier part of his speech does 
give support to the heresy that this 
country could, in regard to invasion, or 
home defence, rely on something other 
than its Fleet. The Fleet of this country 
must be its main protection, and it is 
rather from the point of view of the effect 
produced upon foreign nations by the 
existence of weak parts in our armour 
that we should consider this question. 
These proposals produce 
numbers of men rather than an army in 
the correct sense of the term. At the 
end of his speech the hon. Member 
mentioned figures amounting to 600,000 
men, but I confess that I should have 
listened to him with more pleasure if I had 
seen greater evidence of a determination 
to form a more mobile force. There are 
many points upon which a number of 
questions are necessary for the elucida- 
tion of the statement which the Under 
Secretary of State for War has just 
|made. After his introductory remarks 
| he alluded to home defences, and the 
| proposals:to turn the Auxiliary forces to 
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the best account. 


measures which would be necessary for 


the prosecution of the war. As I under- 
stand this vote which is now before us, it 
is very largely concerned with the prose- 
eution of the war. By far the largest 
figures in this Vote are for the prosecu- 
tion of the war, and yet not one word of 
explanation was given to the Honse as 
to how these figures are arrived at, or, 
what is more important, what are the 
further steps which the Government still 
fee! it necessary to take. The situation 
in regard to the war has somewhat 
changed since the hon. Member addressed 
the House ou Monday last, and the hopes 
expressed of the probability of an carly 
termination of the war have not turned 
out to be xo well founded as many of us 
hoped at that time. Therefore, | think 
the country will be somewhat anxious to 
know what are the further steps which 
the Government are taking with regard 
to the prosecution of the war itself. To 
my mind the statement made hy the hon. 
Member plays too much into the hands 
of those who believe in fixed or passive 
defence, rather than those who beheve in 
building up a strong striking force. As 
regards the future, all the hon. Gentle- 
man’s suggestions must be considered, by 
those who have taken an interest in these 
subjects, from the point of view of how 
far they suggest to the House the line 
upon whieh future organisation is likely 
to proceed. The hon. Member very 
rightly told us that he did not presume 
to tie our hands in the future. He 
also said that the suggestions he did make 


must be considered by the Committee, so | 


‘COMMONS! 


He also spoke of the | the case. 
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But you can easily limit their 
numbers if you wish to, and there are many 
ways in which a limitation of numbers can 
be effected—for example, by the adoption 
of a higher physical standard. At the 
present moment the numbers are strictly 
limited to some battalions, and in those 
battalions to 150 men. Now I should 
like to know in what degree is that three 
years service to be increased, and are 
they to have the same pay, because to 
day the Government have announced that 
the Militia are to have the same pay as 
the Line—ineluding the extra 3d. Do 
you intend to pay the three years men 
serving in the Regular Army only the 


rate of pay retained for them two 
Vears ago, or do vou mean to raise 
their pay so as to. give a_ fair 
chance to this three years system? 


It is not a mere question of the pay 
of these particular men. Those members 
of the Committee who have listened to 
our discussions know that the elasticity of 
the conditions of service lies at the hase 
of this whole question of recruiting. You 
we only taking power by this proposal to 
raise a little over 30,000 additional men 
for the Army as permanent men, inelnd- 
ing an increase of twelve battalions in 
infantry of the line. The main increase 
as regards numbers, apart from this, 
is an increase of forty-three batteries of 
artillery. With regard to this increase 
we are told that they are to be rolled up 
when the Army comes hack from South 
Africa ; therefore, we cannot tell what 
the numbers of the actual increase will be, 
because we do not know how many men 
are to be rolled up. So that the num- 


far as they projected into the future, | bers are not atall clearly explained to the 


inasmuch as certain proposed changes 
which were now indicated by him 
would last for all time. One of those 
changes was a change in the direction of 
further elasticity of the conditions 
of service in the Army. He stated that 
the three years service system was to he 
increased, but he did not say to what ex- 
tent. He did not state and it is a most 
curious omission whether the three 
vears men were to have what a great 
many Members asked for at the time 
when this system was first initiated here, 
namely, the same pay as the other men. 
At that time the Leader of the House 
protested fiercely against the opinion that 
you must pay them the same as the other 
men, and he said that all the men would 
want to serve three vears only if that were 
Sir Charles Dilke, 





House. We know it has been put at 
bout 30,000 men. All those who have 
carefully studied the reports of the Inspec- 
tor General of Recruiting know exactly 
what the difficulties are in times of peace. 
It is very easy in time of war to acd so 
many battalions to the Army and increase 
the military strength of the establish- 
ment, but the difficulty of obtaining them 
in time of peace remains. This lies at 
the very base of the whole of your perma- 
nent proposals, and should be considered 
by the Committee. But we cannot settle 
that question in any way now. We 
cannot decide it this session, but we ean 
ask the Government to give the fullest 
details in this matter. The hon. Member, 
in his speech, has told us of the increase 
in the three years men, but he has not 
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told us anything about that very vital . deficiencies, and there is no doubt they 


matter of their pay which lies at the base 


{ 


of « fair treatment of the system, and we , 


cannot, therefore, judge to what extent 


the Government are proposing, as regards | 


the future, this elasticity of service to 


which many of us attach so much im- | 


portance. With regard to the 
matter to which the hon. Member alluded 


next 


will be supplied. But are we quite certain 
that in making this attempt the supply 
of guns tothe Fleet will not suffer in 
rapidity in consequence ? The next point 
which the hon. Member raised was the 
question of the future of the Yeomanry, 
and his suggestion was that the intention 


‘of the Government was to convert this. 


in his speech—for I think it will be most 


convenient for me to follow the order 
which he maintained in his speech, so 
I will now come to the next point 
upon which he laid stress-—he spoke of 
how we were to turn our Auxiliary forces 
here to the best account, and the first 
suggestion he made was the very frank 
adoption of the main criticism which hon. 
Members of this House who have taken 
an interest in this subject have urged 
against the Government for years-— 
namely, the total inadequacy of the artil- 
lery force at home for the large number of 


men. He proposes to convert a large 
number of obsolete batteries into 
batteries armed with modern guns. 


force more into mounted infantry rather 
than cavalry. For years past the critics 
in this House have spoken upon 
the Yeomanry vote, and it has been 
opposed by military Members of this 
House on the ground that the Yeomanry 
were being trained as a cavalry force, and 
that the conditions of their service were 
such that the Yeomanry could never: 
possibly be an efficient cavalry force, and 
should be made a mounted infantry 
force. We have seen during the 
operations in this war in South Africa 
how necessary that has been, tor we are 
now trying to turn the British Yeomanry,. 


/who have been trained as cavalry, into 


I see the First Lord of the Admiralty | 


in his place, and no doubt he is 
painfully conscious of the difficulties in 
the way of manufacturing guns for the 
Navy. May I ask this question: Have 
the Government considered how the guns 
are to be rapidly obtained which this new 
departure will require? Have they con- 
sidered whether the manufacturing power 
of this country is sufficient, or are they 
prepared to give guarantees to manufac- 
turers to secure them that permanence of 
orders which is necessary in their busi- 
[s the manufacturing power of the 
Government sufficient to produce these 
guns, or are the resources of the Govern- 
ment sufficient to manufacture these guns 
without diminishing the rate of supply of 
new guns to the Navy ! This matter of 
the guns for the Navy is one of the very 
highest importance. The Members of 
this House who take an interest in this 
question of our defences are painfully 


ness } 


aware that one point in which our Navy | 
is weak is the difficulty of manufacturing | 


the most modern guns. As regards these 
most modern guns, there is a difference of 
opinion as to whether or not we are 
sufficiently supplied, but we are un- 
doubtedly hopelessly behind — foreign 
nations as regards the number of modern 


guns in our batteries and among our guns | 

used for the purposes of drill. The Govern- | 

ment are being pressed to supply these 
( 





mounted infantry. That is a tardy 
acceptance of what many hon. Members 
have been urging upon the Government 


for years, and now the War Office 
have very tardily come round to 
the views which have been expressed 


for years in this House. [ come to 
the hon. Member’s proposal with regard 
to the new battalions. Here we come 
upon the political rather than upon purely 
military ground. Why an inerease of 
twelve battalions to the regular Army /. 
all 


Why have any increase at 
Why not a larger increase? Not one 


word has been vouchsafed to the Com- 
mittee upon this subject. Does it mean 
that a survey has been made now, at the 
present period of the war, of what will 
be the necessities of South Africa after 
the war is. over ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That has been 
taken into account, but we do not propose 
to increase the Army to a number which 
would enable it to discharge that duty 
without strain for all time, because we 
imagine that duty will be a diminishing 
strain. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: We were 
told the same story by the former Under 
Secretary for War; in fact, he used the 
same word, Many hon. Members of this 
House are not in favour of a revolutionary 
change. of system: they are rather in. 
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favour ot patching up the system, and they 
pointed to the linked battalion system to 
which they said you are not giving 
a fair chance, because the number of 
vour battalions abroad is greater than the 
number at home. ‘The Government have 
tardily come up to the requirements put 
hefore them, and they have stated that it 
istheir intention to increase the Army 
up to the limit of the permanent 
strain. They did not absolutely meet 
the full figure because they thought that 
the strain was temporary and would be a 
diminishing strain. If the House is to 
retain the existing military svstem ; if it 
is to retain the linked-hattalion system, 
then we must have a battalion at home 
for each battalion abroad, otherwise the 
whole of the recruiting system breaks 
down. How do the Government meet 
this?) They make no proposal for it, 
but they do make a proposition to increase 
the Regular Army by twelve battalions 
of infantry, and that means six battalions 
abroad and six at home. That means 
that you are to have six additional batta 
lions abroad for all the new strain which 
is likely to arise in the future. If you 
we postponing a settlement of — this 
problem until after the war is over it is 
another matter, but if you are pretending 
to face it now do not tell us that six 
battalions, or even less, will be the garri- 
son which South Africa will require. The 
Government tell us that this will be a 
diminishing strain, but they do not 
meet the full demand which the linked- 
battalion system involves. We hear 
the old story of the diminishing strain, 
but all I can that six 
hattalions for South Africa is too little to 
put before this House, and is not ade- 
quate to the circumstances of the case. 
The hon, Member, in answer to a ques- 
tion I asked him, said the Government 
had in view the of India, but 
throughout the whole of his address the 
word India was not mentioned once. 
There was not the faintest refererence to 
the fact that they had largely denuded 
India of a garrison which was thought 
necessary by every military authority in 
this country and in India, I put a ques- 
tion the other day as to the extent to 
which the Indian garrison had been re- 
duced, and the facts are fully known to 
the House. The time has come—and it 
is more important because the garrison has 
not been too large—-when it is necessary 
to replace the troops which you have 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


Sav 1S 


Case 


{COMMONS} 





Estimnutes, 1288 
taken away. Otherwise you will be 
unable to meet the demand for a per- 
manent reduction of the garrison in 
India. Surely you do not believe that that 
garrison has been much too large for the 
purpose. While you are speaking of the 
contribution of the colonies, it must be 
remembered that the expenses in India 
are on an enormously higher scale than 
those of the colonies. The colonies have 
contributed generously at all times, but 
their contributions have volun- 
tary. It must be remembered that 
India has been made to contribute 
whether she wished to or not, and she has 
contributed upon an enormously higher 
scale. The first act of the present 
Government was to reduce the contribu- 
tion from the rich colony of the Straits 
Settlements to the Imperial defence of 
Singapore. The contribution of India is 
enormous, for she contributes upon a 
gigantic scale, and this contribution has 
been kept up at the present rate ever 
since the increase when the late Lord 
Randolph Churchill was Secretary of 
State for India. Do you defend that, 
and do you believe it is only an adequate 
garrison now ? If so, how can you come 
to this House and explain what you are 
going to do while this war continues with- 
out saving one word as to the replacing 
of the troops brought from India which 
are now shut up in Ladysmith ! 
this, you have also drawn troops from 
India within the very last month. Surely 
the Government ought to recognise that 
it is one of their first duties to remedy 
the amazing disproportion in our Army 
at home of cavalry and artillery to other 
arms. The official statement of the hon. 
Member led us back again to the words 
with which he began. He led us back in 
his last words to the 600,000 men that 
we should have in this country, but he 
did not say one word which 
pointed to the rapid organisation in 
this country of a mobile _ force. 
Have we contemplated the possibility ot 
our getting into war in what the hon. 
Member rather proudly and rightly called 
the present position of the British Fleet ! 
Surely it is not an invasion of England 
that we stand in fear of. Surely our 
need would much more likely be for a 
mobile force and an army which ean 
strike a blow. There are also demands 
in South Africa which may still be made 
upon us for a mobile force. The whole 
speech of the hon. Member was devoted 
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to the piling up in this country of what 
we have here already, that is of hundreds 
of thousands of men. It is not a paper 
army, because the men exist, but it is an 
army which is not an army in the proper 
sense of the word, because it is in- 
sufficiently supplied with all the necessi- 
ties for a great military force. It has at 
present no cavalry or artillery, although 
this deficiency in artillery is to be 
supplied. That deficiency is one which 
cannot be overlooked, and I admit the 
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(fovernment are doing the best they can. | 


The last fifteen batteries of artillery 
which have gone out to South Africa 
have gone out in a condition which is not 
creditable to our military authorities. 
The batteries which are being made up 


now in advance of the decision of the | 


House in this country are woefully 
deficient, for the Militia and garrison 


artillery have been put into those | 
batteries, and they are not even 
supplied with  ofticers capable — of 


really training the men, for they are 
largely made up of men drawn from the 
garrison artillery. 1 admit freely that 
the Government cannot do better than 
what they are doing in this particular 
way, but it certainly proves the justice of 
the criticism which has been laid before the 
House and against the Government that it 
is impossible to improvise artillery in time 
of war, and that in this country, in spite 
of the enormous military expenditure 
upon land forces, the War Office has never 
faced the real preparation of army corps. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Re- 
gis): Once again the hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for War has made to 
the Committee a very lucid statement. I 
have watched the hon. Gentleman's 
career with great satisfaction, and [ have 
often wondered why Her Majesty's 
Government left him out so long in 
order to take on other Under Seere- 
taries coming from a party not its own. 
I confess that | have listened to this 
statement with some surprise. I came 
down to hear what measures the Govern- 
ment were going to take in reference to 
the Army in South Africa. IT had 
expected to hear that they were 
immediately preparing another 50,000 
men to go out, and perhaps that 
they were going to call together the 
remnants of the Militia so as to find 
material for another force. I formed 
that opinion because the majority of the 
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items in this Vote — amounting to 
£10,000,000 out of £13,000,000—are 
concerned with matters which can only 


‘have to do with the Army in South Africa. 
' The whole of the speech of the hon. Gen- 


tleman himself, however, was devoted to 
home defence, and to listen to him one 
would imagine that there was no war 
going on in South Africa. I should have 
thought that the first subject with which 
his speech would have been concerned 
was first of all South Africa; then that 
of India, which has been alluded to by 
the right hon. Baronet opposite ; and last of 
all home defence, which presses least. The 
defence of India is extremely important 
at this moment, because it is impossible 
to forget that we have there a Viceroy 
who has announced in the House of 
/Commons that his policy is to join the 
Russian frontier, and that Russia having 
brought her troops to the waters of the 
Oxus we should take ours there also. 
“In addition to that, you have recently 
sent out to the Presidency of Bombay 
a new Governor without any admim- 
strative capacity. [An Hon. MEMBER: 


Oh, oh!} I beg pardon, [ mean 
experience —- whatever, and who is- 


tinguished himself by rising in this 
House to propose an increase in the 
salary of the President of the Board of 
Trade. The hon. Gentleman — raised 
the question of invasion. I do not know 
that it is greater now than it ever was, 
‘though T am not sure that it is not a 
little nearer. But let us clear our minds 
upon this question of invasion. — You 
cannot defend this country by soldiers ; 
you can only defend it by sailors, and if 
vour fleet’ and — sailors are — sutti- 
cient you have uo reason whatever 
to fear an invasion of this country. 
The hon. Gentleman in the course of his 
speech suggested the proper use to which 
to put the fleet. That is to keep off the 
coasts of the enemy, and to take care they 
do not get out, or, if they do, to destroy 
them. If that be done I cannot see how 
anyone can consider an invasion of this 
country possible. 1 will not follow 
‘the hon. Gentleman through his very 
luminous and interesting statement. | 
/am not a military man, and | have not 
yet gained an adequate idea of what the 
‘effect of his proposals would be. I have 
only risen to express the hope that he 
| will supplement his statement by telling 
'the Committee what the Government 
‘immediately intend to do to reinforce the 


3B 








1291 Ariny (Suppleme ntary) 


Army in South Africa. That is the most 
important point. There are two other 
points I would wish to mention. One is 
with regard to the new force about to be 
raised. I do hope the hon. Gentleman 
will give us some assurance that less time 
will be spent in drill and more in shoot- 
ing. 
ever since the time of Frederick the 
Great. We have worshipped the false 
god drill, and have forgotten the ancient 
tradition of our country, which was to 
win battles by shooting straight, a tradi- 
tion by the aid of which we destroyed 


the best chivalry of France at Crécy, and | 


on other fields. Even in the Yeomanry 
there seems to be little trouble taken to 
secure accurate shooting, without which I 
believe no modern army will be able to do 
its work. I therefore trust that we shall 
have some assurance on this point. 
Then there is the matter of home 
defence which ought to be looked into. 
Do the Government intend to overhaul 
the forts, to provide garrisons for them, 
and above all to overhaul their stock of 
ammunition ? 
which requires very keen and _ special 
attention. I confess I am still without 
the knowledge which I came down to the 
House hoping I should obtain, namely, 
the knowledge that Her Majesty’s 
Government have realised the enormous 
importance of keeping up the supply 
of men in South Africa, and that they 
were about to take immediate steps to 
raise another force. 


course of the evening we may hear what 


after all isthe real purpose of the state- | 


ment of the hon. Gentleman. * 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 


E.): The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
who has just sat down appeared to think 
that the Under Secretary for War should 
not have called attention to the question 
of home defence. I think, on the con- 


trary, that the Under Secretary was | 


welcomed by the House when he directed 


attention to what is perhaps the most | 


serious issue which the Committee can 
consider at present. Undoubtedly there 
has been a feeling, not of alarm, but of 
serious anxiety at the depletion of our 
means of home defence in case of any 
European complication arising. 
discussion I will not attempt to enter 
into the South African question or 
the conduct of the war. The ques- 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 








‘COMMONS} 


To my mind we have gone wrong | 


This I believe, is a point | 


We have not heard | 
that to-day, and I trust that during the | 


In this | 
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,tions which the statement oi the 
Under Secretary has raised are questions 
of vital importance, which can be dis- 
cussed without introducing political con- 
siderations, which perhaps are best left 
|alone at present. I listened with great 
satisfaction to all the hon. Gentleman said 
with regard to the Auxiliary forces, until 
he came almost to the end of his state- 
ment ; but I must say that the attention 
' which I have given to the subject leads 
me to believe that the Government would 
act more wisely if, instead of suggesting 
/a very large and permanent increase of the 
fegular Army and organising all the sub- 
sidiary parts of an army corps, they had 
adopted the policy of going further in the 
re-organisation and relative combination 
of the Auxiliary forces. They would then 
be doing something to meet the desires 
of the country, and would perhaps ulti- 
‘mately provide better machinery for 
national defence than by permanently 
organising three additional army corps. 
The hon. Gentleman said that the Volun- 
teers are to be armed with modern 
weapons ; and that guns of modern and 
effective type are to be provided for their 
use in this country. I also heard with great 
satisfaction that each battalion of Volun- 
teers should be encouraged to form a 
company of mounted infantry. When 
we have gone so far as that, would it not 
be a more practical course to go a step 
further and meet the wishes which | 
know are at present entertained by 
some of the most intelligent Volunteer 
officers. Instead of merely continuing 
the present system of Volunteer bat- 
talions, which are practically isolated, 
_and therefore of no really effective use in 
actual operations, instead of turning, as 
is proposed, most of the Yeomanry into 
equally isolated squadrons of mounted 
infantry, would it not be possible to com- 
bine together and to train so that they 
may act together all the several branches 
and arms of these auxiliary forces; so 
that they might form, in some sense, 
Volunteer Army Corps, which might 
be ready for actual use! I venture 
very respectfully to submit that sug- 
gestion to the Committee. I would 
support in the heartiest way the expres- 
‘sions which fell, very wisely it seems to 
me, from the Leader of the Opposition 
when he entered a caveat against any 
| large and tremendous scheme for the re- 
| organisation of the military system of this 
_country. So far asI have been able to 
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follow the figures of the Under Secretary, 


his proposals practically foreshadow the | 
doubling of the Regular Army of this | 


country. 
Mr. WYNDHAM dissented. 


*“Mr. CHANNING: [ am very glad the 
hon. Gentleman shakes his head. At any 


prepared to oppose, any large increase of 
the permanent army of the country. In 


carrying out this scheme it would be wise | 


to deal with the Volunteer force as a 


whole, to bring its several branches to- | 


gether, so that they may be used as an 
army corps in defence of the country, and 
not be treated as in the past as isolated 
units, which can only have a relatively 
small value. 


Mr. BIDDULPH — (Herefordshire, 
‘Ross): I should like to say one word 
with regard to the question of the 
Yeomanry. If the Yeomanry are to be 
made of any use they must be put ona 
different footing than they are at present. 
The expenses of the uniforms, which in 
some cases are enormous, will have to be 
reduced, and also the expenses connected 
with training. There are some officers in 
the Yeomanry who think when they go 
fora few days training that they may go 
to any expense, not only for mess but also 
in gambling. I hope the commanding 
officers will be told by the War Office 
that they must restrict the young men in 
the Yeomanry from gambling and other 
excesses, which prevent other young men 


of moderate means from joining these | 


corps. I quite agree that something 
should be done to make the Yeomanry a 
more serviceable and reasonable corps, 
but until the expenses are reduced I am 
afraid that nothing can be done. The 
experiment of trying to improve the 
Yeomanry is well worth adopting, but 
until you reduce the expenditure and in- 
troduce a more businesslike footing 1 
myself despair of seeing any great use 
being made of it. , 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I desire to criticise the statement of the 
Under Secretary, but only very briefly 
and in the most friendly spirit. As a 
Radical, I must say it is a great satisfac- 
‘tion to me to find that the hon. Gentle- 
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man was able to develop a scheme which 
in the opinion of the military authorities 
would be sufficient both for the defence 
of this country and for the Empire 
at large without having recourse 
to conscription, which I am certain would 


not, in the long run, have as good results 


as the voluntary system. It seems to 


'me, looking at the scheme broadly, that 


/if it is carried out on the lines proposed 
rate, [ should deprecate, and would be | a 


the expense is almost bound to be, in the 
long run, something enormous. Having 
no figures or facts at my disposal—only 
the bare outlines of the scheme—I am 
unable to criticise it in any detail. With 
reference to the question of recruiting, | 
frankly admit that the scheme has tapped 
every possible source, but I do not know 
whether in the future, especially if the 
garrisoning of South Africa is taken into 
consideration, it will be possible to main- 
tain recruiting at a sufficiently high 
standing. I regard the suggestion to 
extend the number of three years men 
as very valuable. I believe if they can 
be largely increased it will place us in a 
very much stronger position than we 
occupy at the present moment. I am 
bound to admit that the hon. Gentleman 
scarcely touched on the question of India. 
Those of us who have been in that 
country know that every available unit 
there must be an absolutely mobile force, 
and that troops not up to the highest 
standard are practically valueless. 1 do 
not think the hon. Gentleman fore- 
shadowed how a sufficient garrison was 
to be kept in India. It cannot be denied 
that after this war some troops will be 
required in South Africa, and that you 
will have to return to India the troops 
you have withdrawn from that country. 
As regards the mobile force in this 
country, so far as I can judge, there 
would be some difficulty in making it 
sufficiently mobile, because the hon. 
Gentleman did not foreshadow that the 
army corps which he proposed to con- 
stitute in this country should be a real 
army corps; that is to say an army corps 
kept in a state of readiness with a perma- 
nent staff and with artillery and cavalry 
As the 
hon. Gentleman pointed out, as far as the 
defence of this country is concerned, we 
must absolutely rely on the Navy, and 
the mobile force kept in the country will 


_be required for quite another purpose. It 


will be required for the only purpose in 
which such a force would be of use to us, 


SB Ye 
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namely, to be thrown in a moment into | 
the most vulnerable part of our enemy’s | 
territory. Therefore, if it is not of a| 
mobile character it is of no use. As! 
regards the Yeomanry, the proposal to 
convert them into mounted infantry is | 
certainly a move in the right direction, as | 
their value as cavalry is practically nil. | 
The move is most valuable. The hon. | 
Gentleman furthermore suggested the | 
utilising of ex-soldiers in this country. I | 
am confident that that will not only pro- | 
duce a very valuable force, but will have | 
a marked effect on recruiting, and will | 
tend to popularise the Army throughout the | 
length and breadth of the land. The future | 
of South Africa is also a question which will 
have to be faced. May I point out that 
there was one flaw, if I may so speak, in 
the statement of the hon. Gentleman ? | 
He referred to our tapping the colonies 
for officers, but he made no reference to | 
our making use of those valuable re- | 
cruiting grounds as regards men. — I 
am disposed to think that in Canada, 
Australia, and elsewhere there are valuable 
recruiting grounds untapped, and in the | 
present patriotic state in which the in- 
habitants of the entire Empire are, I 
think use might be made of them. I am 
glad that there is no great alteration pro- , 
posed as regards our Army system as a 
whole at the present juncture. This is 
not the time for it. When this war is 
brought to a successful issue, as I believe 
it will be brought in a comparatively 
short space of time, we may then con- 
sider the reorganisation of the Army—- 
whether we should not have a long ser- 
vice foree for India and the colonies, 
with a mobile force at home, and with the , 


_- 


remainder of our defensive land forces 
consisting of short service men, the 


Reserve, and a standing force of sufficient 
cavalry aud artillery, That is a question 
which I hope will be brought to a sue- 
cessful issue by the present Government. 


*sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I do not desire to indulge in any 
speculations regarding the army of the 
future. We have quite enough to think 
of at present, and the proper time to 
discuss that will be when the war is over. 
As regards the troops we have drawn 
from India in this great emergency, we 
are all agreed that they shall be returned. 
India supplied a force which could not be 
got from any other place at a particular 


Captain Norton, 


{COMMONS} 


| smith checked the invasion of Natal, and 


'extent of the patriotism which is being 
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juncture. It arrived, in the words of one 
of Her Majesty’s Ministers, “in the nick 
of time.” Had we not got that force 
from India the chances are that the Boers 
would have been able to come down to 
Durban. The heroi¢e garrison of Lady- 


has earned the undying gratitude of the 
country. It isa very serious matter that 
this country, in which so many valuable 
interests are at stake, and which ought 
to be so strongly protected, has at the 
present moment only a small regular 
force within its shores. There are un- 
limited resources to draw upon for ser- 
vice abroad and at home, and I do not 
think that many yet realise the full 


displayed just now. The number of men 
who are ready to give their lives for their 
country at the present moment _ is 
practically unlimited. To-day I took part 
on a Committee to organise an additional 
branch of the Yeomanry corps, to be 
entirely composed of first-rate rifle men. 
The men who presented themselves as 
candidates. for officers’ commissions 
were not only thoroughly trained, 
with long experience in the Auxiliary 


forces, but they had left  flourish- 
ing businesses. While we have such 
a fund to draw upon we know 


that this country will not be found want- 
ing inatime of emergency. It is nota 
question whether the country will be 
found wanting, but whether it will be 
found organised. Without organisation 
the most patriotic nation may be helpless 
in presence of an organised enemy, and 
some will doubt whether the organisation 
now proposed is really adequate for the 
occasion. There is so much of invitation, 
hope, and conjecture in the scheme that 
it is hardly of the solid and reliable cha- 
racter which the country expected in 
the present emergency. No doubt the 
Government are making a call on the 
Committee which will be very freely 
responded to. One or two hon.. Members 
have referred to conscription as an ex- 
pedient which could. not be entertained. 
Conscription is no doubt foreign to our 
| British ideas ; it has never been resorted 
‘to even in times of greatest necessity! 
But is it conscription that the nation at 
large should be called upon to defend 
| itself? Would it be contended that the 
| Swiss system is conscription? I have 
| known it and admired it for a great 
‘number of years. The Swiss. are the 
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freest nation in Europe ; they are self 
governed, and they have organised them- 
selves into a nation in arms. If their 
territory were threatened they would be 


the Boers are. A small book was 
recently issued by the Intelligence De- 
partment concerning the Swiss Army. 
All the Swiss are required to join in the 
defence of their country; they are 
thoroughly organised and put in line as 
if against any European army. Perhaps 
that is the conscription which hon. Mem- 
bers say would be foreign to our ideas ; 
but the Swiss are required to be members 
of their defence force for twenty-five years, 
and how much of their time do hon. 
Members think each Swiss must put in 
during these twenty-five years? He onlv 
gives 135 days to the service of his 
country. Well, surely that is hardly 
conscription, and that is a state of things 
which deserves discussion here. More- 
over, every Swiss boy learns his drill at 
school as an essential part of his school 
course, and that has had excellent effect 
on the physique of the youth of the 
country. Again, they learn rifle-shooting 
at the Tirs National. That is not a com- 
pulsory service, but the emulation is so 
great that every Swiss lad joins the 
Tir National. The only considerable tax 
on his time is in the first year’s service, 
when he has to put in forty-five days drill. 
If we adopted a system something like 
that we should have an army of a domes- 
tic character which would really be equal 
to the defence of the country. The Swiss 
force embraces both artillery and cavalry, 
and the gunners and drivers are thoroughly 
trained. Kvery Canton takes an interest 
in the annual army manceuvres, and 
foreign military attachés think them so 
important and so well deserving of 
study that they go to see them. I 

think that, as in 1858, the Govern- 

ment have lost a great opportunity in 

not proposing a scheme of a_ general 

local militia. In the interesting state- 

ment of my hon. friend there were 

two points which did not appear to me 

wholly satisfactory. In the first place, 

he stated the number by which the 

Auxiliary forees fell short of the estab- 

lishment to be 76,000, and that he 

expected to make up 50,000 by recruiting ; 

and then he proceeded to suggest that 

that would be a substantial addition to 

the defence of the country. But this 

is problematical. Another point on 
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' which a good deal is wanting is in the 
instruction department. At the present 
moment we are a good deal short in 
trained officers in this country. My hon. 
friend said that there are 106,000 men of 
the Regular Army in this country at the 
present time ; but most of them are either 
unfit for active service by reason of in- 
firmity or of being too young to put in the 
field. These are for the most part added 
to the Militia, which has already too few 
officers. That is a most unsatisfactory 
state of things, and must lead to a want 
of discipline. [am surprised that more 
use has not been made of Reserve officers. 
I may point out that it would be 
extremely desirable if a system were 
introduced by which officers could be 
speedily trained to supply the mani- 
fest wants of the country both in the 
Regulars and in the Auxiliary forces. 
Many men would make good officers who 
are too old to be put among cadets, 
and not old enough to be entirely super- 
annuated. The Staff College is at present 
shut up. It should be opened specially, 
and retired, or Reserve officers employed 
in training the young officers both of the 


Regular and Auxiliary forces. I be- 
lieve the Militia ought to be, and 
will be, the backbone of the defence 


of the country. We have neglected it 
for a good many years, and treated it as 
the milk-cow of the army, and now we 


have to fall back upon it to fill the 
places of the regiments in the field. My 


hon. friend says that the Auxiliary forces 
are to be put on a better footing, and 
that the Militia are to be better treated 
and better paid. I remember when the 
men in the Militia were of a different class 
than now. They were men of settled 
occupation, who came out to the training 
in the summer time as an amusement 
and a holiday. After I left the Army | 
was mvself for fourteen years in command 
of a Militia battalion. That battalion 
then consisted of ten companies; then 
they were reduced to eight ; and latterly 
it was threatened to reduce them to six 
companies. It came to Aldershot 
the other day only 450 strong, and 
of these 150 went out to South Africa, 
and some regiments are even weaker than 
that. That is a most unsatisfactory state 
of affairs. While the proposals are not 
the best, and while they depend upon in- 
vitation here, and conjecture there, I[ 
nevertheless hope they will be sufficient 
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to give a substantial addition to the de- 
fences of the country. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, [kes- 
ton): I am bound to say that I listened 
with considerable interest to the very 
clear statement which the hon. Gentle- 
man made in introducing his  Esti- 
mate; but I also must admit 
that I listened to that statement 
with some amount of disappointment. 
We are face to face with great national 
difficulties, and these arise from the tact 
that we are fighting this campaign under 
entirely novel conditions. I think these 
novel conditions in South Africa ought to 
have induced the Government, in laying 
this Estimate before the House, to give us 
something differeut from the old lines on 
which they formerly proceeded. We 
must remember that we are fighting 
against a people with a population not 
equal to that of a second-rate provin- 
cial city in England, and able to put a 
fighting force into the field of consider- 
ably less than 100,000 men. It is in- 
conceivable to me, that a great Empire 
like this, governed by the House of 
Commons and the House of Lords, can 
be reduced to anything like an extremity 
of difficulty, by having to conquer a 
nationality of only about 300,000 souls. 
It is almost incredible that the difticulties 
which have arisen might not have been 
averted. The truth is we have gone 
into a modern war very much on ancient 


methods. We have been meeting forces 
that have infinitely greater mobility 


than our own, and armed with artillery 
considerably superior to ours. The con- 
ditions brought about by new methods 
of warfare are conditions with which our 
methods are not able adequately to 
cope. 
fight we have had. Although our 
men have exhibited as much bravery and 


the success which they deserve ; and that 
is because they are fighting against 
weapons with which they have not had 
previous experience. We must meet 
our difficulties with new methods. 
I do not see in the statement 
of the hon. Gentleman a_ sufficient 
amount of imagination, if [ may say so, 
in reference to existing needs and the 
necessities of the case. When he wants 
to increase the military forces of the 
‘country, he goes on the same line of 
policy as we have been pursuing in the 


Sir ! fe Fi TOUSSOU, 
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That has been shown in every | 


| direction. 
pluck as ever before, they have not had | 
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past. If the necessity arose at any time 


'to defend this country from an invasion, 


it would require to be done very much 


'on the same lines as the Boers are taking 


in South Africa, and our troops would 
require to be trained’very much like the 
Boers in the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State. But I do not see any 


adequate provision in the suggestions 
which the Under Secretary for War 
has made to bring about that end. 


It is true that he calls out new regiments 
of the line and more militia, but he gives 
us no suggestion that these are to undergo 
a different training from that given to our 
soldiers in the past. What we want is, 
that the new force or forces should be 
trained on the lines of modern warfare, 
rendered absolutely necessary by new 
weapons of precision, with which an enemy 
will be armed in the future. For that 
purpose three things are necessary. First 
of all it must be a very mobile force—a 
force of mounted mfantry to a large 
extent, and that will not be supplied by 
the conversion of the Yeomanry, as has 
been suggested. We want also a very 
much better training in rifle shooting than 
we have had in the past, and for that pur 
pose we want facilities given all over the 
country for practising rifle shooting. In 
addition to that we want a great improve- 
ment not only in the strength, but in the 
character of our artillery. If these pro 
posals were carried out, then the sugges: 
tions of the hon. Gentleman might be 
adequate to the needs of the country. The 
hon. Gentleman wants to apply a certain 
amount of the money he proposes to raise 
in the increase of the pay of soldiers and 
Militia. It is obvious that if these men 
are to spend a considerable amount of 
time away from their ordinary avocations 
their pay must be increased, and, so 
far as that goes, this is a stepin the right 
I hope the hon. Gentleman 
will carry out his proposal with regard to 
the Volunteers im a generous spirit, 
especially in the encouragement of rifle 
shooting, for I am sure the country would 


| gladly consent to any generous methods 


'of treatment of the Volunteers. 


| Officers, and of 


Again, 
we have a great reserve of able young 
men, full of pluck and daring, who are 
prevented by straitened means from 
going into the Army as officers, and if the 


; hon, Gentleman would give these some 
_ encouragement, 


by offering higher pay, 
a much better supply of 
better material, than in 


he could secure 
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the past. 1 hope, likewise, that steps 
will be taken to fill up the gaps in the 
Royal Army Medical Corps, and to 


attract young medical men from the 
schools. 
sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 


shire, Wellington): The proposals of the 
Government are only a temporary expe- 
dient, and it is fortunate they are so. We 
have tried raising an army by voluntary 
enlistment and by making the Army 
popular, but we are now trying to raise 
anarmy by invitation and imagination. 
The country had looked forward with 
intense anxiety to the declaration of the 
Government about the Army, and, as far 
as [ am concerned, [ had a feeling of dis- 
appointment in listening to the speech of 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
for War. What the country wants is, 
first, a scheme of home defence ; second, 
an adequate force for reinforcements in 
South Africa. As to the latter, we are told 
hy the Government that we have at home 
109,000 men. What are they — Reservists, 
men medically unfit, men under age, or 
recruits? If we have 109,000 men, how 
is it we only have seventeen battalions 
of Infantry? As to the home defence, 
what the country asks for is a sufficient 
force to make us safe from invasion. 
Qne party among military and naval 
experts thinks that our Fleet is 
our first and only line of defence, 
and that in the event of our Fleet failing 
it is only waste of money to provide an 
«wmy to defend our shores. If the Fleet 
should be annihilated, that is true, but 
then we may have checks and reverses at 
sea. In the event of such a check an 
army at home would give invaluable time 
to enable our Fleet to recuperate. One 
lesson from the war is that whatever else 
we waste, we cannot afford to waste time. 
The Government scheme of defence is, 
first an active mobile Army, ready to 
strike a blow at the invader; and, 
second, the occupation of certain strategic 
points for passive defence. The second 
without the first is useless, yet we depend 
for active defence on battalions, batteries, 
and cavalry regiments, not only not yet 
raised, but only shadowed in this Vote. 
Why not organise your active defence 
from the material you already have in 
the Militia and Volunteers? What the 
country wants is an army, not a mob. 
The Volunteers have no staff, no proper 
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organisation, and no proper training. If 
they are to occupy certain strategic posi- 
tions for home defence they ought to be 
exercised in those positions by the officers 
they will have to serve under; to learn 
the country, the ranges of positions, 
and the roads leading to them. It is 
knowledge of that kind which has enabled 
the Boers to hold their own. As to the 
sourees from which the numbers required 
are to be drawn they are: First, 
Section D of the Army Reserve. Now 
Section D cannot be called out till 
Sections A, B and C are called out. The 
consequence is that when tradesmen, 
artificers, and so on are wanted for the 
Engineers and Artillery, they, being in 
Section D, cannot be called out until the 
whole of A, B and C—thousands of whom 
are not wanted—have been called out. 
The consequence is that these men 
are now living on furlough at full pay. | 
hope that an alteration will be made in 
the Act so as to prevent this in future. 
The second source from which the 
numbers are to be drawn is the Volunteers 
-- magnificent material, but not trained or 
organised. They have been snubbed 
by every Government, and are now 
approached with invitations. They are 
not properly drilled, trained, or organised, 
and their shooting as a whole is indifferent, 
which is not their fault, for they have no 
means of improving it owing to the lack 
of ranges and the small amount of rounds 
allowed, and the expense of getting to 
the ranges. It is a mistake to suppose 
that in these respects any comparison 
can be made between the Volunteers 
and the Boers. The Boers are a 
highly drilled and well trained force, 
with every facility for learning manceuy- 
ring and shooting. The Under Secretary 
for War said that the Volunteers and 
Militia were to have every opportunity of 
improving their musketry practice. But 
where are the ranges? They could not 
be improvised in a few weeks. What the 
country wants is an army for home 
defence at once. The scheme of the 
Government will produce some sort of 
army in nine or twelve months, by which 
time the war will probably be over, and 
the result of the present scheme and the 
future reorganisation of the Army will be 
absolute chaos. The country is ready to 
accept almost any proposal from the 
Government in order to make home de- 
fence secure. It would have taken much 
more than the present scheme with great 
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eagerness. But though these proposals 


fall short of what is necessary, they are 
those of the responsible Government, and 
as such must be supported by everyone 
in the House. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


fordshire, Lichfield): The speech which | 


has just been delivered has expressed many 
of the sentiments and thoughts which have 
passed through my head as to the state- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for War. Everybody has been 
anxiously looking forward to this state- 
ment, and expecting to hear that in the 
shortest possible time another army 
corps would be prepared to go abroad or 
defend the country, as might be required. 
But this scheme apparently does not do 
that. There is one point I should like to 
refer to—the increase in the artillery. 
That increase is not to be permanent, 
but is to be reduced as soon as the war 
is over. The increase in the artillery, 
taking all the guns we have got, and 
putting down all the forces as they have 
been mentioned to-night, will be only one 
gun per thousand men, instead of five per 
thousand as in foreign armies, and if we 
are to reduce that number still further it 
will make a very small number of artillery 
when we include the Reserve forces. 
What is needed at the present time is a 
mobile force that can be used for defence 
or sent abroad at once. It is quite pos- 
sible that we may have another check, 
although I hope we shall not, and it is 
possible that we may have to send out 
further troops. We cannot send the 
Volunteers, who stand on the chalk hills 
to defend London, or the Militia, which 
is not yet embodied. Some people say 
the Militia is embodied; yes, for the 
reason that the country is almost denuded 
of trained troops. Had they been em- 
hodied sooner, we should have had a 
further 50,000 trained troops now. The 
Militia ought to have been embodied 
sooner, so that trained troops might be 
provided ready to hand. As to the 
Militia, there is one question which I 
should like to ask the hon. Gentleman. 
He said the Militia was to go into camp 
and be trained during the summer. Is 
he going to train any to take the place of 
the seventeen battalions ordered abroad ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: We are going to 
embody them all. 
Sir A. Acland-Hood. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: But 
to take the place of the seventeen 
' battalions ? 


Estimates, 


i Mr. WYNDHAM: Oh, yes. The 
/reason we cannot have any more is 
because of the barrack accommodation. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: The 
reason for that is, I think, because most 
barracks are full. I think it would have 
been better to have broken up the hat- 
talions by placing them in the cavalry 
and Regular barracks notwithstanding 
the fact that there might be a little over- 
crowding. That is one of the ways in 
which we might have had infantry and 
garrison artillery at the present time. 
Another curious statement is that with 
regard to the cavalry. That is an arm 
most needed of all. We cannot increase 
the guns more quickly because it takes, | 
am told, three months to make a gun; 
but a cavalry soldier takes some time to 
make, and according to this scheme the 
cavalry is not to be increased to any 
extent. The recent gaps in_ the 
cavalry are to be filled, and a 
full squadron of the Household 
Brigade is to be made up by a flying 
squadron, and one troop is to be taken 
from each Yeomanry regiment in the 
country. But that depends entirely on 
the capacity of Yeomanry regiments to 
supply it. We shall have some mounted 
infantry, it is true, and that will make up 
to a certain extent the first force to he 
mobilised ; but there will not be sufficient 
mounted men to form a large reserve 
force in the country. This force is 
talked of as an army on paper, and this 
force will have no cavalry. ‘The mobile 
force will have mounted infantry instead of 
cavalry. There are two questions I 
should like to ask upon that. With regard 
to the one month’s training of the 
Yeomanry, one difficulty in the Yeomanry 
is the horse. To provide a horse for a 
month is a great tax on the men. What 
are the Government going to do as to 
providing that? It is difficult to get 
officers and mounted men at any time. 
Has the Government thought about pro- 
viding the horse ? The other question is 
as to the Militia. It is to be embodied 
for six months this year and to get extra 
pay. Is that beyond the extra 3d. which 
| the Army get, or is it the 3d. we got last 
year, and which I am grateful to the 
Under Secretary for having given? One 
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last question I wish to ask is this. The | 
right hon. Gentleman opposite said the | 


Militia was short of officers and men; 
but it is not quite so bad as he makes 
out, because many battalions are short of 
men and not short of officers, and many 
are short of officers and not short of 
men. <A great deal, I think, might be 
done if they were all trained together 


so that they might to an extent be | 
I hope, in spite of this | 


amalgamated. 
statement, we shall hear of something 


more being done to prepare troops to be | 


moved. <A little while ago the service 
Members of this House approached the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary for 


War, and asked that a force including | 


infantry, cavalry, and artillery, and a 
train should be prepared at once. No 
such force, so far as J] am aware, has been 
prepared for the last three months, and 
although the country, it is true, is 
prepared to go to almost any length to 
get such a force, this statement is, I think, 
open to the objection that, although a 
large number of men will be trained, 
they will not be sufficiently trained. 


CoLoneL LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said he always had a robust faith in the 
reforms proposed from the Government 
side of the House. His faith in the 
simplicity of this reform was increased, 
hut he doubted its practicability. The 
truth was there was very little scheme 
about it. It relied for its success on 
the patriotism of the country, and on 
the power of obtaining the number of 
recruits asked for. We had been trying 
to get 30,000 men for some time, but 
they had not been obtained yet. We 
were now asking various classes to serve, 
but the hon. Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tary had omitted to say what they would 
get for serving. He congratulated the 
Government upon not having given way 
to the craze for compulsion, the enforce- 
ment of the ballot for the Militia. He 
did not believe in compulsion, and, though 
it might eventually be forced upon us, 
the day of the adoption of such a system 
was yet far distant. What the nation 
wanted was encouragement, and not 


compulsion. He was pleased to hear of the 
proposed change in the drill of Yeomanry 
to make them more fit to act as units. 
The Militia was to be called up for six 
months. Of all the Auxiliary forces this was 
the one which had been most neglected in 
the past, and would certainly require more 
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encouragement, and should be liberally 
dealt with to make up for that neglect, 
which they would be a long while in for- 
getting. If Volunteers were called out 
tor considerable periods of time he hoped 


| the voluntary character of the force would 
inot be overlooked, and that their ex- 


penses would be met in a generous spirit, 


'and that officers of the Auxiliary forces 


would not be called upon to pay as they 
had paid in the past, charges that should 
be defrayed by the Government. Over 
and over again officers of regiments had 
been called upon to pay sums which they 
should never have been allowed to pay. 
Upon the question of rifle ranges, the use 
of smokeless powder, and other matters 
raised during the discussion, more informa- 
tion would, he hoped, be forthcoming. He 
should support the measures foreshadowed, 
though he regarded them as meagre, and 
practically constituting no scheme beyond 
fresh enlistment. 


CoLoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton), who was imperfectly heard, 
was understood to say: I believe in train- 
ing the Army as quickly as possible, and in 
getting a mobile force as large as possible 
prepared to be sent out to South Africa 
and possibly elsewhere. From the re- 
marks that have been made it is evident 
that great reliance is going to be placed 
on the Volunteers. With regard to that 
force I desire to add a few remarks to 
those which have been made. It does 
seem to me that the words which fell 
from my hon. friend, who spoke as to the 
Swiss system, are very applicable to the 
present time. If the hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary had not mentioned 
the Volunteers I should not have spoken 
to-night ; but if you are going to rely on 
the Volunteer force, then the War Office 
ought to take the force seriously into its 
consideration. The Volunteer force at 
the present time has in its ranks men 
ranging from eighteen to sixty, and 
although that force is most patriotic, and 
so far as it goes a good force, it is in 
my opinion not properly organised. It 
wants organising, and I would suggest that 
we should adopt some system where every 
man over twenty-one up to twenty-six 
should be obliged to be enrolled in the 
force. I would not call it a Volunteer 
force at all, but a Regular force, some- 
thing like the Swiss force. By that 
means you would get many advantages 
of the conscription, and get rid of 
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the disadvantages. You would get rid 
of the barracks, and the men could 
work steadily at home at their business ; 
they could attend three or four times 
a week in the spring, summer, and 
autumn, and every Saturday could drill. 
Aiter the age of twenty-six they could go 
into the Reserve force and rest as they do 
in Switzerland. It seems to me also that 
Volunteer officers should go through 
examinations, and if you were more strict 
with them you would give them a_ better 
status in connection with the Line, which 
is what ought to be done. One thing 
which is, in my opinion, necessary is that 
the brigadiers of Volunteers ought to be 
continually looking them up. Yolunteer 
battalions only see their brigadiers for 
seven days in the year, and that is not 
what ought to he. The brigadiers ought 
to be efficient young officers, and they 
ought to look up their brigades and see 
that the men are soldiers in every respect. 
It may be said that you would not get the 
people to do that, but, in my opinion, you 
would get them to do so if you gave them 
shooting ranges. Every Volunteer regi 
ment ought to have a shooting range close 
at hand ; and it seems to me that a short 
shooting range could be constructed 
as on the Continent, with a target 
200 yards away, with arches every 20 
yards to keep the bullets from straying. 
It is quite true that many of the 
Volunteers are not good shots; because 
they do not practise. Well, the question 
arises—-how is it to be done! It is clear 
that this is the best time to do it. The 
country is moved to its centre with 
enthusiasm and determination, and there 
should be no trouble in bringing forward 
« workable and acceptable scheme at a 
time like the present. [| think this one 
is the very best, because you will secure 
the youth of the country in the Volun- 
teers, and you will give them something 
to do, something that will take the place 
of football and cricket. They will turn 
their attention to the rifle and make 
shooting their hobby. What is the use 
of giving a man a rifle out of the rack if 
he does not know the sighting of it ? It is 
impossible to make good shooting without 
practice. Now, I say also that the scheme 
isa little too vague. This question of the 
Volunteers wants taking up by the War 
Office ; and if you do not introduce some 


scheme of this kind, you must have con- , 


seription. If you have these Volunteer bat- 


talions and brigadiers to look after them, , 


Colonel Pilkington. 
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and each of them is attached to a Line 
battalion ; if you organise the youth of 
the country properly under such a system, 
you will be able to draft from the 
Volunteer battalions first-rate shots in 
time of war. You will be able to get 
hundreds of such men and to draft first 
rate soldiers into the Line battalions at 
the front. I should not have troubled 
the House with these remarks on the 
Volunteers were it not for the prominent 
part they have played in my hon. 
friend’s speech ; but L feel deeply on this 
subject, and Iam _ perfectly certain that 
unless you take some such steps as these 
you willnot make the Volunteersthe effec 
tive force they might be. Select your 
brigadiers wisely, and put them over 
these men, and they will tell you what is 
best to do with them. | would suggest, 
too, that you should take away the name 
of “Volunteer,” and put them under 
military laws. They could still live in 
their own homes, pursue their daily 
labour, and so the industrial forces of the 
Kingdom would not he depleted. 


Mr. C. J. MURRAY (Coventry) said 
in regard to the Volunteer proposals 
that he would give men the opportunity 
of serving for three months, and as many 
of them (he referred especially to the 
Artillery) would be drafted from the 
working classes, and it was impossible 
almost for them to give their whole time 
to the duties, he would ask his hon. friend 
to consider whether or no they should be 
placed under Service conditions as re 
garded pay and allowances. 


Mr. MADDISON  (Sheftield, Bright- 
side): For some considerable time past 
there have been floating about rumours 
that in the statement of the Under Secre 
tary for War the adoption of some form 
of compulsion, if not actual conscription, 
would be announced. It was, therefore, 
a very great relief to me to find that the 
Government have abandoned the fatal 
idea of introducing a system so alien to 
the traditions of the British people. The 
Under Seeretary for War, in almost his 
opening sentences, said there was no 
modified compulsion in the scheme, and 
that the Government had not even con 
sidered such a proposal. It was fully ex- 
pected that hon, and gallant Gentlemen 
opposite would not welcome that omis- 
sion, and those anticipations have been 
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far more than realised. Almost every 
hon, and gallant Gentleman who has ad- 
dressed the House has regretted to a 
greater or less degree the fact that there 
was not some form of compulsion pre- 
posed. One hon. Member desired the 
very name of the Volunteers altered, and 
that all men from twenty-one to twenty- 
six years of age should be compelled to 
serve in this newly named Auxiliary force. 
Another hon. and gallant Member stated 
that the country was at present in such a 
patriotic mood, that the Under Secretary 
for War had only to ask and he could 
have whatever he wanted. I was rather 
surprised to hear a complaint of lack of 
information in the statement of the 
nder Secretary for War, seeing that to 
the lay mind it seemed to state in very 
clear terms the number of troops at our 
disposal. How that hon, and gallant 
Member could ask for the statement to 
he carried still further and to be told 
how many of that total namber were, 
from some cause or other, non- 
effective, passes my comprehension, 
as IT should have thought that hardly 
patriotic. Another hon. and gallant 
Gentleman advocated the adoption of the 
Swiss system, and in doing so expressed 
his conviction that conscription could 
never be introduced into England. He is 
doubtless quite right in his view about 
conscription, but | am very pleased the 
Government are not prepared to bring in 
even the thin end of the wedge under the 
guise of the Swiss system. Speaking 
with some little knowledge of the working 
people of England, I say that while it is 
quite true that the present is a most 
favourable moment for playing on the 
patriotic feeling of the nation, and while 
you might just now get temporary 
support for some kind of modified com- 
pulsion, the Government have far too 
much sagacity to trust a great reorganis- 
ing scheme, such as any form of compulsion 
would be, to the fleeting passion of the 
moment, which might afterwards leave 
them stranded, and make their last state 
worse than their first. It is all very well 
to argue for conscription or some kind 
of compulsory service, instancing some 
Continental State as an example ; but it 
must be borne in mind that you cannot 


speak of our Army as being for home , 


detence in England at all. It is true you 
may set apart a certain portion of your 
forces for home defence, but such an 


arrangement is completely upset by the : 
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example we have had of the use to which 
a purely Volunteer force. supposed to he, 
and, so far as the law is concerned, 
being, entirely for home defence—has, by 
methods often amounting in their pressure 
almost to compulsion, been put in South 
Africa. I believe I am voicing the senti- 
ments of the great masses of the country 
when I say that, no matter how glitter- 
ing may be the prospect of dominion 
and empire, anything, Ido not care 
what, which turns or attempts to turn 
England into a great military nation after 
the pattern of Germany will be accounted 
by the people of this country as dear at 
any price. The Government have been 
far too much deceived by the newspapers 
in connection with the present unfortunate 
war ; but I am glad they have not, so far 
at any rate, allowed themselves to be 
misled by those newspapers, morning and 
evening, weekly and monthly and quar: 
terly, which are assuring the Government 
that the great masses of the working 
classes have only one ruling passion, and 
that is to go to the front. No greater 
mistake could be made, and again I most 
heartily congratulate the Government on 
having resisted the temptation— and _ it 
can have been no little one—of including 
in their scheme some form of compulsory 
service. I was also very glad to hear, 
though I donot think theschemealtogether 
bears out the statement, that the Under 
Secretary desired to avoid all attempts 
at panic, that he did not wish to set up 
the cry, “The country in danger.” I 
was sorry and somewhat surprised to find 
than an hon. Member on this side of the 
House evidently regretted that that ery 
had not been set up, because he was most 
enthusiastic about embodying the Militia. 
For my part I think the Government 
have acted very wisely in doing nothing 
of the sort. With respect to the scheme 
as it refers to the Volunteers, I say very 
candidly that I hate militarism in any 
form; but if we have—and [I am aware 
that we have to have--armed forces, | 
very much prefer Volunteer forces to 
Regular forces. Volunteers remain at 
least to some considerable extent a citizen 
force, and that fact consoles me in some 
degree, because as a citizen force they 
would not be so completely subservient 
to the ruling classes and the Government 
of the day—a state of things which in 
certain emergencies might be a very bad 
thing for the workers of this country. I 
was also very pleased that in dealing with 
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the Volunteers the Under Secretary for territory now, and therefore, much as 


War again gave the Committee 
clearest indication that compulsion was not 
in his mind, because when he referred to 
the three months training he would like 
the artillery to undergo, he said in a very 
useful aside, “Of course, we shall not 
make this compulsory,” a statement which 
was greeted with dissent by those who 
favour conscription. Here again, apart 
from any theoretical opinion about com- 
pulsory service, I am quite certain the 


hon. Gentleman was acting in the interests | 


of his own scheme, because I know very 
well the sort of men who join the 
artillery Volunteers. They come in the 
main from a class who are strong trades 
unionists, men who in the towns earn 
very good money, and who, by training 
and tradition, are very independent. 
The very moment you let them know 
there was compulsion about this three 
months training you would lose a large 
number of the very men you wish to 
obtain. Therefore, even from the point 
of view of expediency, I am sure the 
Under Secretary for War was right in 
that particular. I do not quite under- 
stand the hon. Member who sits for one 
of the divisions of Essex, who seemed to 
twit the hon. Gentleman about the 
vagueness of his scheme with respect to 
the remuneration of the Volunteers. He 
said that unless they had some very solid 
comforts offered to them very few would 
volunteer. Ido not think that is true. 
What is the fact? No doubt workmen 
must get something like an equivalent of 
their earnings, but beyond that I am 
certain it would not enter into their 
minds. But when we come to the 
addition of 30,000 Regulars, I am bound 
to say the faith of some of us is sorely 
tried. This is not a mere war vote ; this is 
more than a mere vote of men and money 
to prosecute the South African campaign. 
Some of us in this House-—and I am one 

conscientiously believe that the war in 
which we are engaged is an unnecessary 
one, but we also realise —and this fact 
has shaped our action hitherto—that the 
Government has got the country into one 
of the greatest calamities of the century, 
that the Boers hold British territory and 
by all appearance are likely to hold it. 
[An Hon. Member: No!] I bow to 
the opinion of the hon. and gallant 


Member; I hope he is right and 
I am wrong. But the fact re- 


mains that the 
Mr. Maddison. 


thes some of us are against the war, we have 


not been able to vote against the men and 
money required to get the Boers off 
British territory, aifd if this was a mere 
vote for that purpose | for my part should 
follow the same course as hitherto. But 
this is more than that. Under the 
shelter of a great national calamity, 


' which has caused considerable excitement, 


we have proposals of «a permanent 


character, proposals not merely for an 


emergency. We are face to face with 
the fact that we are going to add 
enormously to our permanent military 
forces, and I say here that this is 
not caused by the necessities of the 
nation. This addition is not because 
England is in danger, but it is the result 
of a mischievous and mistaken—I almost 
said a fatal—policy. Therefore I shall 
feel perfectly free to act towards this 
demand altogetherapart from the situation 
in South Africa. In conclusion, I solemnly 
protest against a dangerous militarism, the 
outcome of a mad Imperialism. The con- 
viction is growing deeper and deeper in 
the minds of the poorest of the working 
classes that it may be all right to supply 
material for inflated rhetoric or to pro- 
vide matter for leading articles in the 
newspapers—they are getting absolutely 
no return from this vast outlay to which 
you are putting the country from time to 
time. Do not mistake me. I do not 
mean by “outlay” merely a material 


something ; the workers are never 
materialistic. But you are neither 
freeing oppressed peoples nor are 


you on the material side giving the 
people new markets, a point of which the 
Colonial Secretary made so much a few 
years ago. I say here, much as I may 
be misunderstood, I have a real and a 
growing fear of this encroachment of 
that bad system of militarism which does 
not stop in the inflated Budgets of 
Governments, but permeates the very life 
of the people. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) : I for one regret that on Supple- 
mentary Estimates to provide for the 
extra expenses within forty-one days, 
namely, before 25th March and the 
exigencies of a temporary war, we have 
brought before us a scheme of a more or 
less permanent arrangement. I can 
hardly believe the Government fully 


Boers are on British | realise the effect of that procedure upon 
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some of their supporters. The feeling 
and the absolute determination of the 


country is that this war should be prose- | 


cuted with all the resolution and energy 
and resourcesof the nation, and be brought 
to a successful conclusion as soon as 
possible. Almost every man in this House 
is ready to vote any money for forty-one 
days or forty-one months to accomplish 
that object. 
of this temporary emergency we have pro- 
posed a permanent plan of alteration of 
our military forces, to make them, in the 


opinion of the War Office, adequate to | 


our needs, what is the position of a 
member of this House? Of these 120,000 
men we are now asked to vote [ eanmot 
understand how many are asked for for 
South Africa, for a reserve for over-sea 
requirements, or for sitting down at 
home. Therefore, objecting as I do 
to a passive policy, but determined as 
l am to give the Government the 
fullest support in all things that will 
help to end this war and to make us ready 
for any emergency over-sea, how can | 
move a reduction of or cavil at this vote / 
We are all trapped by the War Oftice—I 
do not use the word offensively ; we 
are obliged to swallow a sketch and 
a scheme of an alteration of our 
nilitary system under cover of a sort of 
Supplementary Estimate to meet certain 
expenses within forty-one days. | 
extremely regret this step; [think it is 
unfortunate in every way, but it is doubly 
unfortunate in one way. [ should object 
to the Government coming forward with 
any scheme of Army alteration or reform 
to meet the needs of ow Empire under 
circumstances where the discussion must 
he confined purely and simply to military 
questions, wand excludes questions of broad 
policy. [ object to such a course most 
strongly. My hon. friend, whose ability, 
courtesy and talents we all admire, inci- 
dentally threw in a phrase about a certain 
blue waterschool. The necessities of Empire 
and the conditions of Empire know no 
school. This is a broad question, a 
question of the number, quality, need and 
extent necessary for home defence. The 
nature and extent of home fortifications 
depend absolutely upon the naval policy of 
the country and the fulfilment of its naval 
demands. 


Votesupposed to be for the prosecution of a. | 
purely military war in South Africa, enter 
upon or discuss the question of home 
defence ? You cannot do it. I confess [am 
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How therefore, can you, on a | 
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extremely disappointed, because I do not 
think it is the proper way to treat 
the defences of this Empire at present. 
T would first of all like to ask for an 
explanation when my hon. friend rises to. 
reply of exactly what is to be the net 
permanent addition to the cavalry and to 
the field artillery for over sea service. |] 


‘ confess that, for my own part, I strongly 
3ut now, when under cover 


helieve that the meceties of arrangement 
in time of peace of the relative proportion 
of arms is an unsound policy to follow. 
Taking all things into consideration, | 
think we should maintain our cavalry 
and field artillery above all proportion 
to the infantry in time of peace. If 
this war shows anything, it shows us. 
how rapidly infantry forces can be: 
created, and how ditfieult to create 
artillery and cavalry. This war shows 
another thing, and it is that we were 
shametully deficient in field artillery and 
in cavalry. The very first checks which 
our arms inflicted would have been cons 
verted into routs if we had had the 


-eavalry and artillery necessary to follow 


them up, and we are now paying in 
blood and treasure tor the deficiency 
in these arms, which were reduced in 
1887 on what we were then told 
was the advice of the military 
authorities. | propose to ask my 
hon. friend to give the names of those 
military authorities who gave this advice 
in 1887, because it is high time that we 
should have some understanding as_ to 
who the military authorities are. Those 
who advised the Minister for War 
in L887 to reduce our field artillery are 
practically responsible for the disasters 
which have happened in South Africa. — | 
mention this because I think that, in any 
scheme to provide for the military needs 
of the Empire, the subject must be 
approached upon broad and well-defined 
principles, and not by tinkering. with 
alterations here and alterations there. 
What we have to do in dealing with 
this question is to study history and facts. 
The War Office does not seem to study 
either, because it comes down here and 
talks about home defences without having 
‘understood the principle upon which 
home defence should be undertaken. As 
the right hon. ‘sentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean has pointed out, we 
want the supremacy of the sea and we 
/want a mobile army. You must, of 
‘course, have a certain. amount of force, 
(at home, but it must. be associated as 
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closely as possible with the mobile force, 
ecause by association it will become so 
attached to it that when the hour comes, 


as has been proved by this war, it will join | 


it over sea ; when the demand for a mili- 
tary force comes from over the sea, the 
advantages of the association will 
be fully recognised. 
ciple which we should bear steadily in 
mind. My hon. friend has put in the 
front of his military programme passive 
<lefence. I object to that absolutely and 
entirely, because I think it is a false 
principle and a dangerous one. I would 


ask what is the lesson of this war? Why, , 


‘COMMONS} 


That is a prin-| 
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to the principle of passive defence than 
to an active and mobile force. I shall 
be extremely glad if that is an incorrect 
view. I hope that my hon. friend when 
_he replies will make it perfectly plain that 
the policy of this country is a policy of 
reliance upon our Fleet for the security 
of all our dominions, and that the 
| great military requirement to be met 
in the interests of ow Empire is the 
sstablishment of a mobile army adapted 
entirely to our own needs, and not blindly 
following the example of Continental 
countries whose position is unlike our 
own. 


it has broken down every theory of pas- | 


sive defence not only in this country but 
throughout the Empire. Up to the out- 
break of this war the whole of our 
colonies were following our example, and 
were relying upon passive 
‘This war, however, has shown us all the 
absolute futility of passive defence. This 
has been brought home to every colony, 
and for common safety they have had to 
break through all the self-imposed ties of 
passive defence, and they have volunteered 
to send their money and their men where- 
ver our Empire is attacked. [ want to 
know when the people of our Colonies 
wead my hon. friend’s speech what will 
they think? Why they will see that the 
War Office is in the same old rut as it 
was in 1870-71. They will see that the 
Government are not approaching this 
question from a broad principle of Imperial 
consolidation, but are simply tinkering 
with it here and there. They have 
admitted that the principle of passive 
defence is wrong. To-morrow the people 
all over the Empire will read that the 
War Office and the Government of this 
country attach the first importance to 
passive defence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 


Member must be in error, or I must have | 


expressed myself with great obscurity. I 


pointed out that under the defensive | 


scheme we looked to the Auxiliary forces 
for that form of defence. I clearly de- 
fined that in the future we should look to 
them to take part in a more active form 
of defence. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I am extremely 
glad of those words from my hon. friend, 
but [ cannot help thinking that all over 
the Empire the general effect of his speech 
will be that he attaches more importance 
Sir John Colomb. 


defence. | 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I think we are somewhat at a disadvantage 
in this discussion, because the Under 
Secretary for War, in the interesting 
speech he has just delivered, did not 
dwell exactly upon the subject which 
many of us anticipated he would deal 
with. We were told last week over and 
over again, both inside and outside of this 
House, that by carrying on the debate on 
the Queen’s Speech we were preventing 
the country from knowing what the 
| Government were going to do with regard 
to the prosecution of the war in South 
Africa. That was continually being 
dinned into our ears, and now, when the 
opportunity comes round, the hon. Gentle- 
man makes a very able and interesting 
speech, but from the beginning to the 
end of it he never mentions South Africa. 
With regard to the subject matter dealt 
with by the hon. Gentleman, I cannot 
speak with the same knowledge as my 
hon. and gallant friend who has just sat 
down. But I have listened with great 
attention to the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman, and from a purely outside 
point of view [ have drawn one or two 
general conclusions. I should like to ask 
him what is the number of men under his 
new scheme that he proposes to add to 
the permanent establishment of the Army. 
I gather that there will be twelve or 
fifteen battalions of infantry, but I could 
not make out the number of cavalry, and 
' there will also be forty-three batteries of 
artillery. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: We propose to 
‘raise fifteen battalions of infantry; but 
| the House has already voted three, and 
we are now asking the Committee to vote 


| another twelve. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN: I think it is 
desirable for the general information of 
hon. Members of this House that we 


the armed forces of this country. 


{12 Feprvuary 1900! 
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regard to the items in the Vote. I should 
like to hear from him something of the 


same sort this evening. 
should have it clearly stated what is the | 
net amount of the permanent addition to | 


Then | 


again, from beginning to end of his | 
speech, the hon. Member did not say a 


single word about pounds, shillings, and 
pence. What is all this to cost? We 
want to get an idea of the cost of this 
permanent addition to the Regular Army, 
and what it will add to the Kstimates of 
the year, supposing this scheme is carried 
out. He told us in the course of his 
speech that the Army Estimates last year 
amounted to £20,750,000, but the hon. 
Gentleman knows that the military ex- 
penditure of the country was considerably 
more than that. There was £1,000,000 
upon the Colonial Office Vote, and 
£1,750,000 under the Military Works 
Loan Act. I think it would be very use- 
ful it the hon. Member was able to state 
the permanent increase in the forces of 
the country, and the amount of increase 
in the permanent expenditure. There is 
one other point [ wish to make. I 
say with all submission that it seems to 
me that the hon. Gentleman's speech 
would have been better delivered upon 
the introduction of the Army Estimates. 
He has already told us that in this 
Estimate out of £15,000,000 there is only 
£420,000 for purposes which he explained 
to us in his speech. I think it would 
have been more to the convenience of the 
House and the regulation of business if 
this scheme had heen set forth upon the 
introduction of the Army Estimates. 
Will the hon. Gentleman tell us when the 
Army Estimates are to be introdueed— 


whether they will be introduced at an, 


early date, and whether in the memoran- 
dum he willsee that there is set forth a 
complete description of the scheme which 
he has laid before the House this evening, 
and then we shall be able to judge better 
of the details. I should like to refer to 
the other part of his speech relating to 
the Estimate now before us, and I ask 
him to give us some further information 
as to what we are voting this evening. 
[t will be within the recollection of the 
House that last October, when we passed 
a similar Vote, the hon. Gentleman, in a 


very interesting speech, explained to us | 


with considerable detail the way in 
which the 35,000 men were made up, and 
he gave us a number of details with 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I gave the figures 
several times during the course of last 
week. 


Mr. BUCHANAN : 


make out these numbers. 


I cannot quite 
Are these men 


‘ineluded in the 120,000 ? 


do with it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Of course they 
would embrace the portion of the Reserve 
not sent out. 


Mr. BUCHANAN : Last October the 
35,000 men included 21,000 Reserves. 
Does this include the whole of them ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, the whole of 
them. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man gave us an estimate then, and I think 
it would he convenient if he also gave us 
one on this occasion. I should like to 
know if that 35,000 includes those in 
Natal and also the native Indian troops 
moved to the Mauritius. With regard 
to the colonial forces in South Africa 
does that 26,000 men include all sorts of 
colonial forces serving now? I am afraid 
that I do not make my question quite 
plain, but I have no doubt the hon. 
Gentleman will be able to explain what 


troops are included in this 120,000. 
But besides this 120,000 men _ he 
has got another 14,000 men to play 


with, and we should like to know whether 
‘he has raised these men, or whether he 


proposes to raise them during the present 
financial year. I think the Committee 


‘would like some information from the 


hon. Gentleman as to what the Govern- 
ment have been doing, are doing, and are 
going to do for the prosecution of the 
war in South Africa. What troops have 
they been sending out, are sending out, 
and are going tosend out? In his speech 
the hon. gentleman stopped his narrative 
on the 17th of December, and from that 
date he did not give us any particulars as 
to the course which the Government pro- 
pose to take. As we are asked here to 
vote £13,000,000, we ought to have some 
information from the responsible Minister 
in this House as to what they propose to 
I do not want to say any- 


. . 
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thing about the war; but everyone will 
agree that, although it has denuded our 
defensive forces, this danger will be 
diminished if the war is quickly brought 
to an end and prosecuted with vigour ; and 
the more overpowering the numbers of our 
troops are in South Africa the more 
quickly will the war be brought to an end. 
We want to get from the hon. Gentle- 
man some particulars upon this subject, 
and the public will be very much dis- 


Army (Supplementary) 


appointed to-morrow morning if he does ; 


not give these particulars. We should 
like some further particulars about this 
£13,000,000, but perhaps I had better 
postpone my question upon this subject 
until we come to that Vote. If 
£10,000,000 was to be the complete 
Estimate for the forecast of the war on 
the 10th of October last, | cannot under- 
stand for the life of me how £13,000,000 
is likely to be enough up to the 31st of 
March, in view of the largely increased 
forces in South Africa. 


*COLONEL SANDYS (Lancashire, 
Bootle) : Before making my few remarks 


I wish to compliment the Under Secre-~ 


tary for War upon the very excellent 
statement he has made to us with regard 
to the Government proposals for home 
defence. I do not for a moment, how- 
ever, suppose that these measures will be 
entirely satisfactory to the country, 
although I regard them as an instalment 
in the direction so much desired. It will 
be within the recollection of the House 
that in the autumn of last year a vote 
was taken for a sum of £10,000,000, and 
then it was supposed that a force of 
75,000 men would he adequate for dealing 
with the military situation then before us. 


But what is that situation now? 
We are confronted with a __ force 
supposed to be about 150,000 
men, armed with the best arms in 


Europe, commanded by able strategists 
from Russia, France, and Belgium, besides 
Transvaal officers, and a large force of 
German artillerists who are occupying 
positions which have proved hitherto 
practically impregnable. It goes without 
saying that in the face of these facts the 
number of men and the amount of money 
supposed at first to be sufficient must now 
be very largely supplemented. Hon. 
Members on the other side of the House, 
in jspeaking upon this question, have, in 


some cases, stated that the requirements | 


have heen over-estimated ; in point of 


My, Buchandne 


{COMMONS} 
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fact they indicate, to some extent, that 
the sum asked for was excessive. The 
opinion, however, which I have formed 
from those with whom I have been in 
consultation in ‘various parts of the 
country is that the people do not care 
what sum of money the Government ask 
for, but they do ask that there should 
be provided an adequate force in the 
country to defend our interests both at 
i home and abroad. I therefore welcome 
the statement made by the hon. Gentle- 
man the Under Secretary of State for 
War in which he proposes to put the 
forces at home in a condition adequate for 
‘home defence. There were objections made 
by the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, and my hon. and 
gallant friend below me, who said that 
they thought the policy of passive defence 
was a wrong conclusion. I understood 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
of State for War in his speech to indicate 
that we had a force of 328,000 men 
of all arms in the Auxiliary forces at 
home, and that in addition to this 
we had a force of 109,000 Regular 
soldiers in the country at the present 
time available for home defence, making 
a total force of 437,000 men. I do not 
mean to say that they are organised into 
fighting units. They are not yet told off 
into Brigades, Divisions, or Army Corps, 
but I welcome the statement of the Under 
Secretary of State for War because it 


shows that the Government have to 
some extent realised the position of 
affairs. They have so far grasped 


the situation as to enable us, in case of 
foreign complications, to have an army 
here at home in, it is hoped, a reasonable 
time, which will be reliable for home 
defence. It will, in addition to forces for 
the defence of strategic points, give us a 
mobile force that we can move from time 
to time to where it is required, and once 
having got this mobile force under arms 


‘and under canvas, we may say that we 


have begun to meet the danger of foreign 
interference. There were, however, one 
or two points in the speech of my hon. 
friend that met less with my approbation. 
One was the action of the Government in 
deciding that there is to be no compulsory 
military service at present; and [| 
beg to add my expression of regret to 
that of the hon. Members who have 
-addressed the House this evening, and 
who in some form or other have deplored 
the decision that there is to be no eom- 
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pulsory military service. I consider, Sir, 
that whatever measures we take at the 


present time to meet the exigencies of | 


the moment, the question of the adoption 
of compulsory service in the Army of this 
country is only a question of time. We 


shall have to choose between some form | 


of compulsory service and defeat at the 
hands of a foreign enemiy. We shall have 
to choose one or other of the horns of 
this dilemma. This is not merely my 
opinion, but that of the highest military 
critics on the Continent, who have pre- 
dicted our fate in the event of our being 
engaged in a very serious war, unless we 
adopt compulsory service for our Army in 
some shape or way beforehand. Well, Sir, 
we are at present engaged in a very 
serious war, one which will tax 
our military resources to the utter- 


most, fighting, as we are doing, an 
enemy 6,000 miles away from home. 


sut it would be a very different thing fight- 
ing a first-class Power, or a combination 
of two first-class foreign Powers in 
Kurope, where, in case of defeat, it would 
mean the invasion of this country and 
its occupation by a_ foreign army, 
and the payment of a fine—a humiliation 
compared with whicn a little mild com- 
pulsory military service would be as 
nothing. [ would remind the House 
that compulsory service in the Militia 
Force is the constitutional law of 
this country at the present time. 
man, under the British Constitution, 
can be compelled to serve in the Army ; 
but every man between the ages of 18 
and 40 is by the law of England subject 


to serve in the Militia, that is 
to say, if the Militia Ballot Act 
were put into force. Just now, 
the Act is hung up; but it can be 


hrought into effective operation by a 
resolution in this House any evening ; 
and, then ipso facto, every man between 
those ages would be lable to serve. 
This form of compulsory service has 
existed in England from the time of King 
Alfred to the present day. I do not 
say that the force we are to 
may not be adequate to our needs. 
(sovernment is going to try an experiment, 
and if it does not succeed, we can then 


that the twelve new Line battalions to be 
raised are to form part of a scheme for 
increasing the number of battalions 
of certain regiments to four. 


VOL. LXXVIII. [FourTH SERIEs. } 


Well, | 


{12 Fespruary 1900} 


No, 


have | 


The | 
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that I regard as a continuance of the 
pernicious system of linked battalions— 
that bad system of Lord Cardwell’s which 
has ruined the British Army, and has 
entirely broken down now, under the 
strain of this present war, so far as the 
linked battalions are concerned. It is 
impossible that there should be continual 
changing of officers from one battalion to 
another without loss of efficiency. The 
only advantage of the four battalion 
regiment is that the officers can exchange 
from one battalion to another without 
losing their place in the regiment ; and I 
may remind the House that an officer 
who exchanges has to go to the bottom 
of the cadre when he goes from one 
regiment to another. What we want 
to get is a true connection between 
officers and men, so that they become 
known to each other, and this object 
is to a considerable extent frustrated 
by the continual changing of officers 


from one battalion to another, even 
in the same regiment. Therefore, I 


say, let the officers serve their whole 
period as far as is possilie in the battalion 
to which they belong. The four-battalion 
regiment is faulty as a military institu- 
tion and ought to be abolished. We 
have now a splendid opportunity of 
putting our offensive and defensive forces 
into a condition commensurate with the 
military needs of the country. We may 
never have such an opportunity presented 
to us again. ‘Taking all things into con- 
sideration, I regard the war in South 
Africa as a providential opportunity for 
preparing the means of saving the country 
from future disaster. [Cries from Irish 
benches of “Oh, oh!”] That is the 
opinion which [ hold, and we cannot be too 
thankful that this opportunity has come 
to us now in time to show the country its 
military weakness, and vo make us alive 
to the necessity for placing our military 
forces on a footing commensurate with 
the needs of the country. The next time 
we are faced with a crisis like this it 
might be in a war with a European 
Power, and we should then have neitier 
the time nor the opportunity to set our 
house in order before we were committed 


'to a fight for our very existence which 
fall back upon the Militia Ballot Act. | 
Another point that I take exception to is | 


we can now prepare for, as we have a 
breathing time given to us for it, but if 


we neglect the present opportunity we 
have only ourselves to blame for the 
inevitable consequences of our neglect of 
military foresight and preparations. 


3C 








1323 

Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead) said that 
while he was bound to criticise the Govern- 
ment’s latest proposals he must congratu- 
late the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary of State for War on his speech 
that night. At the same time he was 
bound to say that while he listened 
to that speech he felt grievously dis- 
appointed. He had heard no elucidation 


Army (Supplementary) 


of the mystery of what was going to be 
done in South Africa, and for what pur- 
pose the £13,000,000 was required. — It 
was stated that £420,000 of this money 
was to be spent in home defence. Well, 
he looked upon that as a mere bagatelle ; 
but he was left in utter ignorance as to 
what was to be done with the balance. 
He further directed the attention of the 
Committee to certain facts in regard to 
the expenditure of this money, which he 
did not think was fully accounted for. 
He wished to know from the Under 
Secretary of State for War why it was 
that this great Empire—voting between 
£21,000,000 and £22,000,000 per annum 
for military purposes—-was brought face 
to face with the stress and strain we were 
now experiencing in South Africa. Why 
was it that Great Britain was compelled 
to go down on her knees and be driven to 
buy guns-—not directly, but through an 
Italian agent—in France? Why was it 
that we were compelled to buy shrapnel 
and shell from Germany? How was 
it that we had _ been compelled 
to seek aid from countries with which 
at no distant date we might be at war! 
He wanted to know what we were getting 
for our twenty-one millions. He asked 
what they were doing at Woolwich in 
the Arsenal, and why they were now 
calling in all the ammunition from the 
Volunteer depots. Could it be possible 
that we had not enough ammunition to 
carry on this war? He could remember 
a Government being turned out of office 
for a deficiency in the store of cordite, 
yet here they were now, in the first few 
months of a serious campaign, obliged to 
send to France to buy guns through an 
Italian agent, and to Germany for shell 
and shrapnel. He naturally asked under 
such circumstances how the £13,000,000 
was to be spent. The speech of the hon, 
Gentleman told them nothing on that 
head. Then, again, as to the question of 
quick-firing guns they were told last year 
that the military authorities had con- 
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cluded a series of experiments with these 
guns. He objected to them at the time 
as a waste of public money. Well, what 
was our position to-day? We were 
obliged to buy elsewhere, for we had 
no quick-firing piece fit to cope with the 


arms of the enemy’ in South 
Africa. Where were the millions 
going? Let the House ask the mori- 


bund lot in Pall Mall. 
This was no laughing 


[ Laughter. | 
matter. Our 


country was going through a_ grave 
crisis. England had never received such 


a humiliation as she had _ received 
in South Africa since the battle of 
3annockburn. [Laughter.| Nevertheless, 
it was absolutely true. It was a historical 


fact. Now, the money had — leen 
voted. Where, then, was our ammuni- 
tion? Where’ was our. artillery ! 
Practically all the guns we _ possessed 
were muzzle-loaders. [“Oh!”| They 
were not quick-firers. We were only 


making them now. Again, as to the 
question of home defence, the hon. 
Member the Under Secretary of State 
for War said £420,000 was required for 
that purpose. Why were the batteries 
around our coasts equipped only with 
muzzle-loaders ? Yet in face of facts like 
these, it was only proposed to spend 
£420,000 on home defence. No doubt, 
at the end of March another forty or 
fifty millions would be asked for. Turn- 
ing next to the subject of the Volunteers, 
the hon. Member said he happened to be 
an old Volunteer himself, and he declared 
to the House that in his opinion the 
treatment of the Volunteers of this 
country had been shabby in the extreme, 
They had no rifle ranges to resort to 
except those at a great distance. No 
wonder there was difficulty in getting 
men to join. Why was it! We must 
look again for answer to the War Office 
—to the gentry in Pall Mall, where they 
had no idea whatever of encouraging the 
citizen soldier to practise the art of 
defending his own country in the hour of 
need. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I am 
entirely in agreement with the remarks 
of the hon. Member for Gateshead on the 
subject of our field guns in South Africa ; 
everybody knows that they are not 
quick-firing guns, such as are used in 


France and Germany. Our guns _ fire 
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about four shots a minute, whereas the 
guns in Germany will fire from ten to 
fifteen shots per minute. I would like to 
say, Sir, that it is rather difficult to be in 
agreement with the speech of the right 
hon. Member the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, who holds a brief for the War 
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Office, as right hon. Gentlemen in his | 


position always do. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman said he was not in accord with the 
suggestion made as to conscription. The 
Under Secretary of State for War has 
said nothing about conscription. But I 
do believe that this country will be 
obliged to have recourse to the ballot for 
the Militia, if we do not have some other 
form of compulsion. Of this I am certain, 
that unless we feed and clothe our Army 
better and find the men some employ- 
ment after they have left the service, and 
give them some hope of promotion from 
the ranks, there will have to be some 
sort of compulsory service if we do 
not have conscription. Although the 
speech of the Under Secretary of ‘state 
for War was extremely instructive, it did 
not convince me. It appeared to me to 
be a speech which this House has heard 
several times before; and the scheme it 
foreshadowed was extremely like that 
introduced by Mr. Cardwell in 1876. The 
hon. Gentleman told us that there are 
109,000 Regular troops in this country 
at the present moment ; but surely the 
hon. Gentleman knows that the Regulars 
in this country now are immature and in- 
efficient, otherwise they would be out in 
South Africa and not at home. They 
have no regimental organisation ; and 
there are practically no batteries, although 
they have a certain number of guns. 
Now what does the hon. Gentleman say 
as to the Militia? He proposes to give 
them transport and extra pay, and if the 
hon. Gentleman knew the Militia as I 
have had an opportunity of knowing 
them for the last half dozen years he 
would acknowledge that these suggestions 
have not come too soon. A considerable 
proportion of their battalions is made up 


of recruits who are not available for ser- | 


vice, and they do not anything like repre- | 


sent the numbers as they appear in 
the Aimy List. As to the Volun- 
teers, it is about time that their 
Artillery should be equipped with new 
guns. The 40-pounders they have now 
are practically useless. I 


favour the capitation increase; but I 


think it would be more simple if the men 


should also , 
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received, say, 6d. an hour while at drill 
or onduty. Personally, I do not see much 
use in enlisting large masses of undisci- 
plined men. What is the use of doing 
that, if you have not the necessary ranges ! 
What you want, of course, is a disposable 
army corps, composed of forces which are 
capable of offence, which is practically 
the vital principle of defence. When 
Kruger sent his ultimatum there were no 
troops in the country which we could send 
out at once ; whereas if we had had a dis- 
posable army corps at Aldershot four 
months ago we would not now be seeing 
General White fighting with his back to 
the wall at Ladysmith. I also think that 
the proposal to allow old soldiers to re- 
engage is a good one, and that officers in 
the Reserve should have a chance of 
serving in the Regular forees. As to the 
Yeomanry, I have never been an enthu- 
siastie admirer of that branch of the 
service, although I am bound to say that 
I admire very much the way in which the 
Yeomanry have come to the front during 
the last few months. I believe if the 
War Office took them in hand and turned 
them from cavalry into mounted infantry 
they would regain the reputation for 
utility which in recent years has been 
denied to them. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Mr. Lowther, since I have had the honour 
of being a Member of this House, and no 
matter who has been the War Minister 
for the time being, I have always noticed 
that the colonels who sit in this House 
criticise the military proposals as those of 
a set of imbeciles and incompetent men. 
Now, my hon. friend the Member for 

what the 
If. my hon. 


Gateshead wants to know 
money is to be spent for. 


‘friend had taken the trouble to look at 


the Estimate he would have seen for him- 
self. As far as Lam able to read it, the 
£13,000,000, with the exception of the 
£420,000 to be spent on home defence, is 
to be spent on the war up to March of 
the present year. Well, Sir, a person 
may consider this war absolutely unneces- 
sary and absolutely unjust; he may 
consider that the objects aimed at are un- 
desirable in the interests of the country ; 
but that does not alter the fact that the 
war does exist, and that this Vote is 
practically for money expended. If we 
choose to send men out to Africa, we are 
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bound in honour not to deprive 
them of the money we have engaged 
to pay them. Under 
stances, although I have my own 
view in regard to the war, I do not object 


to this Vote. Moreover, I do not object, | 
when we are at war, and have denuded , and ‘ to 
foreign country in the event of war. The 


the country of nearly all our troops, to 
provide for the defence of the country in 
case of attack by some foreign Power. But 
what I do object to in the speech of the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary of 
State for War is that he has grafted on 
to his demands for the present emergency 
a scheme for the permanent increase of 
the Army. I could not follow the hon. 
Gentleman in all the details of his scheme, 
but his figures seemed to show a plan for 
taking troops from one force and adding 
them to another. As a matter of fact, 
the hon. Gentleman did say that there 
was to be a permanent increase of our 
soldiers by something like 32,000 men 
per annum. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I said the present 
proposal was for an increase of 32,000 
men, but I also certainly said that when 
the army came back from South Africa 
their services would not be required, and 
the Army would be reduced to the peace 
establishment. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Well, we ought 
to know definitely what the Government 
scheme is, and by how many men the 
Army is to be increased. I take it that 
the increase will be not less than 20,000 
men. Although I say that we ought to 
be ready to grant this Vote for the 
money which has been already spent, 
it must not be taken that we assent to a 
permanent increase in the Army ; and I 
do not see how far the hon. Gentleman 
was entitled to engraft on the Vote of 
money for the present emergency a 
scheme for the permanent increase of the 
Army. I have followed this question for 
a considerable number of years. | 
remember the time of the establishment 
of the Volunteers. We were told then 
what an excellent thing that was, and 
that it would not be necessary to increase 
the Army. ‘Then we were told, when we 
were asked to vote a large number of 
additional ships for the fleet, that we 
would not have to be asked for an in- 
Mr. Labouchere. 
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these circum- | 
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creased Vote for the Army ; but ever since 
then the numbers and the cost of the 
Army have gone up by leaps and bounds. 
The idea was that we ought to have 


_ troops for the defence of this country and 


for the defence of our garrisons abroad, 
and 40,000 or 50,000 men to send to a 


War Minister himself has said that we 
cannot expect to cope with the great 
Continental armies, or dream of being 
able to send an army abroad sutticient to 
fight the army of France or of Germany ; 
but at the present moment you have 
sent an army of 150,000 to South Africa. 
Are we to consider that our normal mili- 
tary establishment should be such that we 
shall be able to send abroad an army of 
150,000 men, and vet have a sufficient 
army at home to defend the country ? I 
hope occasions like the present will never 
oceur again ; but if you adopt that policy, 
it is very obvious that we must have a 
perpetual increase to our Army and Navy. 
Now [ am opposed to that policy. The 
Under Secretary for War says he hopes 


that the patriotism of the country 
‘will enable him to fill up the 
ranks. I have no doubt that a 
sufficient number of men will come 


forward in defence of their country if 
it is attacked, but I very much doubt 
if you can have such a number of men in 
times of peace without conscription. I] 
gathered the other day from an admirable 
speech by Lord Rosebery that his Lord 
ship considers conscription will shortly 
be necessary, and the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who has just sat down took 
the same view. We must look all these 
facts in the face, and I am perfectly con 
vinced that if the present policy is per- 
severed with, within one or two years we 
shall have conscription. I hope I have 
made my position clear in this matter. | 
am not going to oppose the Vote, because 


I believe that, the money having been. 


spent, it would be most improper that the 
bill should not be paid. But [ do protest 
against the representative of the War 
Office interpolating in a proposal for the 
payment of this money a scheme for per- 
manently increasing the Army.. It. must 
be clearly understood that when. that 
scheme comes on for discussion on its 
merits we shall be free to approve of or to 


reject it irrespective of the present Vote.. 


There are one or tivo questions I would 


venture to ask the Under Secretary for 


War. The hon. Gentleman. spoke of the 
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Volunteers, and said he was going to in- 
crease their pay and the extent of their 
organisation. Does he intend to apply 
that to Ireland, or to the United Kingdom 
alone? [Irish MreMBERS on the Irish 
Benches: Hear, hear.] That ise a most 
important question, and I am curious to 
know whether it is so or not. The hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary for War 
professed the most wonderful contempt 
for money, as if this Vote were so many 
halfpennies ; he said that patriotism was 
everything, and that the money would 
be given freely. That is all very 
well when you talk of the present war ; 
but when we go into a new scheme we 
should ask what that scheme is to cost, 
and if the hon. Gentleman will not tell 
us, the Chancellor of the Exchequer ought 
to inform the Committee what that 
scheme is to involve. I know that some 
gentlemen want the English Constitution 
changed, and declare that the Treasury 
ought not to control, our expenditure : 
but I do not agree with that. Before 
we have a scheme adopted, we should 
have some notion as to what it is to cost. 
Another question is, whether — this 
£13,000,000 we are asked to vote now 
will represent the total expenditure up to 
the 3lst March, or only a portion of it ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The total expendi- 
ture up tothe 31st March ; but, of course, 
the operations in which we are engaged 
involve very heavy charges besides. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The hon. Gen- 
tleman distinetly tells us that it is the 
total expenditure up to 31st March, exelu- 
sive of terminal charges, by which | 
suppose he means bringing back the 
troops. But will the total expenditure 
for the war that is due be covered by 
this £13,000,000 ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is due. 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 


West): We have an estimate before us, 
which deals with many millions of pounds. 


The Under Secretary for War has spoken 


in great detail about a portion, a very 
insignificant portion, of the Estimate ; 
but £10,000,000 of the whole Estimate 


refers to the expenditure in connection | 


with the war in South Africa, and, 
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if my memory serves me right, the 
words “South Africa” did not once 
fall from my _ hon. friend’s _ lips, 
and no particulars of any sort or kind 
were given in regard to the expenditure 
in South Africa, or on any other item of 
the budget which my hon. friend pre- 
sented to the House. It seems to me 
_ that that is rather a topsy-turvy arrange- 
ment. Ido not know whether I am out 
of order—I think I am not—in departing 
‘from the arrangement of the discussion 
which my hon. friend proposed ; but, so 
far as I can understand, this debate is 
almost the only occasion on which we 
can raise the question, very important to 
many of us, of the expenditure of the 
money included in the major portion of 
this Vote. When I heard my hon. friend 
make his speech, I did not know whether 
to laugh or cry ; to laugh, because there 
is something rather comic in the pro- 
posals my hon. friend made to the House. 
[ think we must all agree that the Under 
Secretary has been proposing to us 
measures which are of the nature of 
emergency measures, and that if we leave 
that fact out of sight we shall entirely 
misapprehend the appeal he made to the 
House. I admit, then, that what he pro- 
posed is an emergency measure, that it is 
the best, perhaps, that can be done under 
the circumstances, and that it is our duty, 
as patriotic men, to give credit to the 
War Office for their desire to get us 
through the emergency. But, after all, 
we have some sort of responsibility as in- 
dividual Members of Parliament, and I 
think it is reasonable that, before giving 
carte blanche for these emergency measures, 


we should make some sort of inquiry into 
the question of whether these emergency 
measures will satisfy the need that we 
all admit exists. I think I may justify my 
frame of mind. I said that I felt half 
inclined to laugh because I heard my 
friend get up and propose point after 
point as essential for the country’s need, 
which has been the commonplace, 
vear after year, of that small number of 
hon. Members who have taken the views 
'I have endeavoured to expound in regard 
| 

















1331 Ariny (Supplementary) {COM MONS} Estimates. 1332 
to the necessities of the Army. It was) the recruiting of three years men, we 


laughable that my hon. friend should 


have discovered at this, the eleventh, I | 


may almost say, the twelfth hour, that 
there was some reason, some method in 
our proposals ; that two and two did make 
four ; and that the time had at last come 
when it was necessary to admit our 
facts. There was a melancholy side to 
the proposals of the hon. Gentleman—a 
very melancholy side. Here is an 
expenditure of £13,000,000, which does 
not nearly exhaust the total expenditure, 
on the purely military preparations of the 
country. Now, it is melancholy that we 
should be confronted with a demand of 
this kind in a war with a small Power, 
that we should be told that so inadequate 
were our preparations for that war, with 
all our enormous resources, that we should 
consider it a reasonable and fit thing for 
the Under Secretary to come down to the 
House and ask us for—what I am sure we 
are ready to give-—a blank cheque to 
enable him to discharge the very elemen- 
tary duties of the office of which he is 
so distinguished a member. We have 
heen told that it is absolutely essential 
that more batteries should be provided. 
Of course, it is essential ; everybody has 
said that it was essential for vears past. 
We are told that guns of position should 


be supplied to the Volunteers, and that , 


these should not be obsolete, but guns of 
the most modern description. We have 
said so for years. The other day, I read 
an account of how two nine-pounder guns 
at Mafeking were found to be outranged 
by the Boer guns by 2,000 yards. 
These guns were the guns of the Natal 
Volunteers. That is precisely analogous 
to the armament we have given to our 
own Volunteers. We have never regarded 
the Volunteers seriously. It was the same 
War Office which comes down now and 
asked for the most modern guns for the 
Volunteers which provided for our 
excellent and well-intentioned Volunteer 
gunners the guns which under the stress 
of war would fail as the guns failed at the 
siege of Mafeking. We are told that we 
are to have a number of three years men. 
Of course we are, because it has been 
obvious any time during the last ten years 
that that was the only way you can get 
men under the conditions of recruiting, 
so as to make up a large reserve. But 
the three years system was at one time 
anathema with the War Office. There 
is another development, side by side with 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


are to have the recruiting of long service 


men. We have already got back to 
twelve vears long service men to the 
extent of 5,000, but now, apparently, we 
are to have a full return to long service 
and pensions. I do not know how these 
changes have come over the spirit of our 
dream, but I do know that three years 
service men, long service men, and 
pensioned men used all alike to be 
anathema. [ want to know whether it is 
reason, or the pressure of emergency, 
which has changed the opinion of the 
War Office in these matters. And then, 
in regard to Yeomanry, I was 
astonished to find, for the _ first 
time, what an extraordinarily valuable 
body the Yeomanry were. | remember 
when a member of the present Govern- 
ment said that, in his opinion, the kindest 
thing the Government could do would be 
to dishand the Yeomanry, but now we 
are told, with regard to this very foree so 
described by the Minister for Agriculture, 
that there is no such body in the country. 
I have had a great deal of correspon- 
dence with officers of the Militia, and 
their opinion has always been that the 
process applied by the War Office was 
killing that force, is destroying the 
ambition of the officers and the efficiency 
of the men. Year after year officers of 
the Militia have complained of the way 
they have been treated when they applied 
for some recognition of the force. But 
now we are told that the Militia is the 
one force on which we are to depend, and 
we are to go round the country gentle- 
men, who have been doing all that in 
them lay to try and get some recognition 
from the War Office, begging them to try 
if they cannot furbish up the Militia 
in order to meet the needs of the 
War Oftice at the present time. Only 
last session I was rebuked for saying 
that £20,000 was a ludicrous vote for 
ranges for the Volunteers, but now we are 
told that the one thing essential for the 
Volunteers is the provision of rifle ranges. 
Cavalry officers told us again and again 
that we were departing from the best 
Continental models in organising our 
cavalry regiments in three squadrons ; 
but now we are told that we and they 
were right, and that the old system is to 
be re-established. These are facts. Now, 
as to the Household troops. We are told 
that they are to be brought up to their 
proper strength. I do not know whether 
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the country is aware that only one regi- 
ment of the Household Cavalry has been 
made up out of three regiments for this 
war. How is it that the sound principle 
has been departed from that a regiment 
should remain unbroken? ‘The reason is 
that not one ot the three regiments of 
Household Cavalry could supply two 
squadrons from its own eomposition. 
These are all things that I complained of 
years ago, and which are now to be 
remedied, and I want to know why all 
these things have changed their aspect 
within the short period of three months, 
and why what was unreasonable and 
ridiculous, amateur, and impossible then 
has now become necessary! The only 
solution that I can think of is that the 
War Othce have had applied to these con- 
tradictions, impossibilities, and incom- 
patibilities the touchstone of — war. 
Never, during the last twenty years, has 
the British Army been organised by the 
War Ottice for the purpose of going to 
war, and the moment you apply that 
touchstone all these fads and_ fallacies 
and preconceived ideas which we were 
told were essential to the system vanished, 
and the stern realities prevailed. And 
now we have my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War coming down to the 
House stating that these very things 
we demanded are essential if we are 
to be saved from the difficulties into 
which the War Office has plunged us. 
I say this, not from a desire to em- 
barrass the Government, but because I do 
think it is necessary that the Committee 
and the country should be careful indeed 
how they entrust to this same organisa- 
tion the vast sums which are now asked 
for and the vast powers demanded to be 
conceded. My hon. friend the Under 
Secretary said a great deal about the 
muscles and the ribs and other anatomical 
parts of the body being a protection to 
the heart and the lungs, and something 
also about the mailed fist, but he said 
nothing about that part of the body 
which, after all, plays a very impor- 
tant part—the brain, which directs the 
fist and gives an impulse to the muscles. 
In my opinion that is what the country 
is particularly anxious about at this 
moment. 1 suppose there is no man in 
this House, or out of it, who is disposed 
to deny to the hon. Member the credit 
he deserves ior his proposals. But 
there is a very large number of men who 
agree with me, that, if these proposals 
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are to bear the stamp of permanence 
they ought to be opposed. Nay, more, 
that they ought to be criticised, opposed, 
and thwarted until we have an assurance 
that the organisation and the brains which 
are to control them are something totally 
different from the brains and organisation 
which have exposed us to the calamities 
which have made all these things essen- 
tial. I regret that my right hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Treasury has thought 
it necessary to subscribe to a eulogy of 
the War Department as strong as that 
which he felt it his duty to pronounce 
the other mght. I think that eulegy 
would have been almost excessive if pro- 
nounced on a committee of archangels 
directing the movements of the heavenly 
hosts before the battle of Armageddon. 
But whether that be so or not, [ think 
that though perhaps as grateful apprecia- 
tion of strenuous service by able men 
under the pressure of an emergency it 
was permissible, it was not exactly appro- 
priate to the present situation. Of course, 
whenever you get a number of English 
officers and gentlemen in an emergency, 
and when the country is in danger, they 
will do their best—neither sleep by night 
nor rest by day—until they have done all 
they can do. But I do not know that the 
attitude and mind of the country towards 
the War Office at the present moment is 
exactly that which the right hon. Gentle- 
man seems to have imagined. With all 
its application, all its good intentions, 
with the purse of the country freely open 
to it, and the support of the country 
behind it, the War Office has landed us 
in a state of things which it is lamentable 
to contemplate, and in a series of mishaps 
and entanglements which, happily, have 
not been common in the history of this 
country. I intend to postpone criticism 
of that organisation to another day, but I 
think it most important that the myth 
which the First Lord of the Treasury has 
gone a good way to create should be 
dissipated before it assumes a solid form 
in the minds of the majority of the people 
of this country. I am prepared, when 
the appointed time comes, to demonstrate 
that the great success which the right 
hon. Gentleman claims for the War Depart- 
ment has been a very moderate success in- 
deed. That they have foreseen the difficul- 
ties which they would have to contend 
with, that they have made any adequate 
preparations for the performance of those 
duties, | am prepared to deny, and, 
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believe, to prove. I must say that I 
regret the right hon. Gentleman should 
have thought it necessary at the present 
time to put the matter quite as high as 
he has done. I am sure there is no 
Member in this House who admires more, 
and who would be more ready to sympa- 
thise with, the spirit that always stands 
up for a Department which is attacked 
than myself, and I personally, would 
have been perfectly willing for a long 
time to come to abstain from criti- 
cism of the details of the work of the 
War Department, but I do think it is 
absolutely necessary at the present time 
to say a very little about what the War 
Department has done. The Under Sec- 
retary for War spoke to-night about 
106,000 Regular troops in this country. | 
regret that he used that expression, be- 
cause though it is literally and absolutely 
true, and I think I could enumerate every 
single unit which makes up that total, 
that expression will go forth to-morrow 
as a statement made on authority by the 
Under Sceretary of State. Yet as a mili- 
tary organisation that 106,000 men have 
no existence at all. It is an unorganised 
and ineoherent body, and, as an hon. 
Member said just now, if it were any- 
thing else it would not be in this country 
at this moment. We have entrusted 
enormous sums to the War Department, 
and yet what have we got in return? 
At the beginning of this war 185,000 
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men were being paid for by the 
country as Regular soldiers in the 
Army and the first class Reserve. Yet 


what do we find! That when we come 
to squeeze the sponge, when we attempt 
to get what value we can out of that 
185,000 men, it resolves itself into 84,000 
or 85,000 effective men for the service of 
the country. This is a very serious state 
of things, that we should be paying so 
much and getting so little. It is a crown- 
ing merey for this country-—and we have 
had many to be thankful for—that this 
lesson should come at a time when we are 
still able to profit by it. I do hope that 
we may not be misled by optimistic views 
of our present situation into neglecting 
this lesson and failing to profit by it. 
Let me ask the Committee to consider for 
one moment what would be our present 
condition if we were at war, not with two 
small inland States, but with some serious 
European Power! Should we be able to 
do then what we have done now? My 
hon. friend spoke of 124,000 regular 
| 
Mr, Arnold-Forster. 
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soldiers being in South Africa. But he 
omitted to tell the Committee, though | 
should like to do so, where those men 
came from. He omitted to tell the 
Committee that we have depleted the 


| garrison of India by 7,000 men; that we 


have swept the colonial garrisons ; that 
Malta, Crete, Cyprus, the Mauritius, 
Singapore, the West Indies, and, I believe, 
Halifax, Bermuda, and Ceylon, have been 
ealled upon to provide their contingents 
to make up that body of men; that even 
of the considerable numberof men whom he 
correctly says have left this country 
several battalions have been brought back 
from the Mediterranean and despatched 
from this country. What would be 
the case in a real, a serious war! | 
think I may challenge contradiction when 
I say that if we were engaged ina serious 
war our first call would be to provide not 
reinforcements but troops to the extent 
of nearly 20,000 to bring the garrison 
of India up to a war footing. So 
far from depleting our Mediterranean 
garrisons, we should have to reinforce 
them, and every movement of troops 
would have to be made in face of a vigi 
lant navy, and of the possibility of having 
our transports interfered with. We were 
told that the Guards were to be sent 
to Gibraltar as the part of the spear 
always ready for action, and a great deal of 
excellent eloquence was expended in this 
House in proving the value of sending the 
Guards to Gibraltar. But what hap- 
pened ? The moment this war with the 
Boer Republics broke out a battalion of 
the Guards were called on. What was 
the first evidence of the activity of that 
battalion of the Guards? A_ transport 
arrived in Southampton Water with 300 
men of the battalion of the Guards at 
Gibraltar incompetent to take part 
in any war at all, and who were 
consequently shipped home. Again | 
ask the Committee what would be the 
condition of this country if we had not 
been given this lesson, this trial of owr 
resources, but had been engaged at this 
time ina real war? I have frequently 
been found fault with because I have said 
that our present system, the very system 
which my hon. friend now asks us to per- 
petuate and to exaggerate, Was not a 
system suited to the needs of the Empire. 
I regret that we are asked suns Jucon to 
add twelve battalions to the Army. 
Except as an emergency measure | will 
not consent from my own personal point 
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of view to any addition of the kind. The 
mere addition of battalions will not do 
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this country any good at all, and whereas | 


the last’ additions have not helped this 
country so future additions will not help 
it, unless we have an entire change in 
the administration of these battalions. I 
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night after the ultimatum of the Boer 
Government was issued we were able to 
send from this country only a balloon 
section of the Royal Engineers and a 
troop of New South Wales cavalry, of 


'whom, I believe, a considerable number 


do not want to talk vague generalities to | 


this Committee, as they have other things 
to talk about, but [ do want to put one 
or two very pregnant facts before them. 
| will ask the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for War to contradict me if I 
am wrong, but I say that between the Ist 
July and the 20th October—nearly a 
fortnight after the issue of the ultimatum 
by the Transvaal—this country was un- 
able to send and did not send to the 
assistance of General White, hardly 
pressed as he was in Natal, one single 
brigade of troops. Such is the organisation 
of our army which we are asked to per- 
petuate. What is the fact? We did 
send a contingent. We sent one battalion, 
the 5th Fusiliers, which was here by 
accident because of an international agree- 
ment by which the garrison of Crete had 
heen reduced by one-half, and that 
hattalion were here en route from Crete to 
the West Indies, still in their khaki uni- 
form, and were sent to the Cape. What 
was the other battalion? The other 
battalion was a very weak battalion of 
the Munster Fusiliers from Fermoy ; it 
was sent off, and, I believe, at the present 
time is engaged in guarding prisoners on 
hoard the “* Manilla” in Simon’s Bay. 
The only additional troops beyond those 
were one brigade division of artillery which, 
to my certain knowledge, had been under 
orders for twelve months at Aldershot. In 
the stress and emergency of this Empire, 
out of the 109,000 men on our pay rolls at 
home, and out of the 77,000 men on our 
Reserve rolls, we were able to send only 
1} battalions of infantry and a_ brigade 
division of artillery. I shall be told 
that that is a mistake, that we sent 
10,000 men. What did we do? What 
we did do was this: we took 5,000 
men from India, which I have said before, 
and now repeat, was a most illegitimate 
and dangerous transaction ; we took men 
from four of the Mediterranean stations ; 
we took in a hurry 200 men from the 
garrison of the Mauritius; but the con- 
tribution from the 106,000 Regular troops 
in this country was, as I have said, 13 


battalions of infantry and a_ brigade | 


division of artillery. And even a fort- 


went home when they reached the Cape. 
Here I want to come to a_ point 
in which I do trust the Committee 
will follow me. I have always said 
that the gross error of our system 
was that, given the conditions of our 
Empire, we were not able to meet the 
sudden calls that were certain to be made 
upon it. I have said, until I am weary 
of saying it--[Several Hon. MEMBERs : 
Hear, hear!] I am sorry if I have 
wearied hon. Members opposite. [Several 
Hon. Members: No, no! go on] I 
have said, until [ am weary of saying it, 
that our battalions as they exist are unfit 
for any purpose whatever except to serve 
at depots. | have produced figures again 
and again to prove the justice of my remarks, 
and have been told that my figures were 
incorrect, and that my conclusions had no 
relation to facts. I have here before me 
the actual facts with regard to ten 
battalions at Aldershot. They are not 
ten selected battalions, but ten battalions 
taken at random, and the proposition I 
want to prove is this—that if we had 
desired, as we ought to have desired, to 
send troops to General White at the 
commencement of this war, we could not 
have done it, and we could not possibly 
do it without calling out the whole of the 
Army Reserve. Here are ten battalions 
which alone require 5,830 men to bring 
them up to war strength. That is no faney 
figure. 1 will give, if desired, the actual 
figures, battalion by battalion, of what 
are called the “ details "—the War Office 
always calls matters of principle matters 
of detail. Out of those ten battalions, 
3,185 men were left behind, and are still 
in this country as unfit to go. I go back 
to my proposition, and say that these 
battalions could not have gone. You have 


a battalion of 770 men, you deduct from 





it 381 men, and you require 693 men 
from the Reserve. I say that the re- 
mainder of that battalion, 389 men, rank 
and file, non - commissioned _ officers, 
pioneers, and so on, are not a battalion 
at all in the parlance of any military 
nation of the world; and that you could 
not send one single battalion of the whole 
of the Aldershot Division without calling 
up the Reserves. The result was that 
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you had to wait, week after week, until 
the 20th October, when the 
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first | 


mobilised battalion sailed in the “ Roslyn | 


Castle” to the Cape. That is not a 
system which is compatible with the exi- 


gencies of the Empire, and I again ask | 


the Committee to note that that is one of 
the points on which we have been flouted 


and contradicted over and over again in: 


this House. Those figures can be verified 
by anybody ; they are not selected figures. 
But they do point to the fact that the 
War Office, having had this enormous 
power and this enormous responsibility, 
have not prepared us for the emergency 
which they knew we should have to con- 
template. I have said many things in 
the past about the incompetence of the 
War Office to despatch troops when emer- 
gency arose. I have nothing to retract 
on that matter. I have said, and I repeat 

not what has been attributed to me, 
but what I did say, and what many of us 
have said—that if the equivalent of two 
army corps were sent from this country 
the whole of our military organisation 
at home would be destroyed. It has been 
destroyed. I go further, and I say that two 
army corps were not, in fact, sent from this 
country, and that the break-down of the 
second army corps was exactly and_pre- 
cisely the break-down we had anticipated. 
Let me give the Committee one instance. 
We have always said—I remember saying 
it ten years ago—-that in the one particu- 
lar of an ammunition train—an essential 
portion of an army corps—there was no 
organisation. What happened? The 
first army corps went out complete, with 
all its batteries and with an ammunition 
train. Officers, all anxious to go to the 
front, volunteered to form that ammunition 
train. The result was that When you 
came to form the batteries and the ammu- 


nition train for the second army corps | 


you were all at sea; you had not the 
otticers for the ammunition train, and ever 
since that there has been one lengthening 
chain of deficiency in those batteries, 
until now at this moment, there are 
subalterns of eighteen years running bat- 
teries at Woolwich. There are now a 
number of skeleton batteries which have 
no existence except on the War Office 
books, and the failure has been more 


and more pronounced as every battery | 


has gone out. I did not intend to 
go so far into detail to-night, and I apolo- 


gise to the Committee for having done so, | 


hut I do so fear the myth which the right 
Vr. Arnold-Forster. 


1340 


hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury has set up about the efficiency 
of these transactions. I do want the 
Committee to understand that in order to 
produce this force abroad we have abso- 
lutely destroyed the whole of our military 
organisation, not only at home, but in the 
colonies and in India, and that we have 
performed an operation which, in the 
event of a real war with a_ first-class 
Power, would have put this country in 
jeopardy greater than any it has been in 
since the time of the mutiny of the Fleet 
at the Nore. What ismy conclusion? My 
conclusion, perhaps, is not so irrelevant to 
the subject of this vote as some hon. Mem- 
bers may suppose from the way I have 
apparently diverged from the actual mat- 
ter which the Under Secretary for War 
has submitted to-night. But I do not 
know that I need apologise, because [ 
think I am weil within the four corners 
of the Vote in discussing these matters. 
The hon. Gentleman elected to deal 
with one portion—no doubt a very inte- 
resting portion——of this Vote, represented 
by £400,000, while I have elected to deal, 
most inadequately, with a portion of the 
Vote, representing some £10,000,000 or 
£12,000,000. Therefore, I think I have 
not been going altogether outside my 
rights. In conclusion I wish to draw 
the attention of the Committee to this, 
that we must be very careful how we 
entrust this power to the present organisa- 
tion. ‘Tomy mind, and the conclusion has 
been borne in upon me for a succession of 
years, we are not rightly served in the 
War Office. Ido not desire now to impugn 
the action of any individuals. The real 
ditticulty, the real danger of the situation 
is that we are, so to speak, criticising an 
administrative jelly-fish, that there is 
really no person who is_ responsible ; 
the curse of the situation is that no one is 
responsible. My hon. friend would him- 
self admit that all he desires is not accom- 
plished, and that it is not within his power 
to accomplish all that he desires. I would 
only say in passing, with regard to the 
personnel of the War Office, that there 
are—this is plain truth—ofticers at the 
War Office who have greatly adorned 
the military profession, and who, in the 
opinion of some persons, are equally 
rapable of adorning private life. But 
whether or not that be so, whether or not 
we have the right men in the military 
side of the War Office, is a question about 
which there may be many opinions, but 
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that there ought to be somebody who, at 
a time like this, should take the responsi- 
bility upon his shoulders there can be no 
doubt at all. I propose to ask every assem- 
hlage of my countrymen whom I may be 
able to address, as I have already asked 
my constituents, whether they are con- 
tent to go on indefinitely with this 
organisation or want of organisation that 
leaves us exposed to a crisis of this kind. 
Though we have been talking in a very 
quiet way in this Committee, we ought 
to realise that there is a solemn fact behind 
it all, namely, that we are being asked in 
the presence of the enemy, at a time when 
no man knows from day to day to what 
extent these dangers may develop, or how 
far they may overwhelm us —we are being 
asked to do exactly those things which 
common sense and common prudence, and 
the general voice of the public, have 
demanded should be done at any time 
during the last twenty years. And now, 
when we make this demand, what are we 
met with! This seems to me to be the 
most disquieting feature of the whole 
situation. We are met with declarations 
that it is the inevitable destiny of this 
country to muddle through the first days, 
or the first weeks, or the first months, or 
the first year of a campaign, and that if 
we muddle on long enough, all will at 
last be well. Ido not subseribe to that 
doctrine. I take quite another view of 
the position, dangers, and future of this 
country. I look back to some forty or 
fifty or sixty years ago, and I find 
that every European country was com- 
mitted to a system of feudalism, and 
that this country, learning a new lesson, 
devoted itself to the policy of “go as 
you please” and laissez faire, and by 
adopting it we placed ourselves far 
in advance of the feudally organised 
countries of Europe. But, meanwhile, 
the years have gone by, and those Conti- 
nental countries which we have passed in 
the race have found a new doctrine ; 
they have found the doctrine of 
scientific methods, and the  applica- 
tion of scientific methods to produce 
complete results, and they have distanced 
us as certainly as those who are armed 
with modern arms of precision have dis- 
tanced those who are armed with the old 
‘Brown Bess.” I shall never rest as 
long as 1 am a Member of this House, or 
indeed as long as I am alive, until we 
have some recognition that this truth 
must be applied to our Military Service, 
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indeed, to every branch of our public 
organisation. I have kept the Com- 
mittee too long, but I would implore 
them to listen to one further illustration. 
We have our Army organisation; we 
have our War Office, whose melancholy 
confession of improvidence and incompe- 
tence has been voiced to-night through the 
pleasant expressions of my hon. friend. 
The measure of what we are asked to do 
now is the measure of the neglect and in- 
competence of the past. We have that 
strange body, the Council of Defence. I 
should belie every feeling which is im- 
planted in my breast if I were to say one 
word in disrespect of those who compose 
the Council of Defence, but I do say that it 
is something like a joke thatat this time, in 
the nineteenth or the twentieth century, 
whichever it may be, the fortunes and 
fate of this country should be in any way 
dependent upon an organisation of that 
kind. I recognise, and I am sure all con- 
stitutional Members of this House recog- 
nise the need of some channel of com- 
munication between the professional heads 
of the great services, and the constitu- 
tional heads of the Government. ‘To that 
extent I not only admit, but I rejoice in 
the existence, and welcome the creation 
of this somewhat anomalous body. I only 
wish, I confess I do wish, that that body 
was not so ethereal by virtue of its being a 
sub-committee of the Cabinet, that it keeps 
no minutes, and has therefore nothing 
to remind it of what had taken place at 
the former meeting, because, so far as 
my knowledge goes, these meetings take 
place at considerable intervals, and it is 
conceivable that in those intervals the 
members of the Committee may have 
forgotten what took place on the previous 
occasion. I should only like to urge that 
members of that Committee should be 
more constant and enthusiastic in the 
performance of their duties than they at 
present are. But I do think it is a 
serious reflection that that is practically 
the only organised body charged with 
providing for the enormously compli- 
cated and highly specialised task of the 
defence of this Empire, the preparation 
for the defence, in times of peace, and 
the execution of the measures devised in 
times of peace in time of war. Ina great 
country which is organised not only for 
peace but for war, we have quite a dif- 
ferent state of things. In Germany a 
member of the general staff is taken at 
the age of fourteen ; from that moment 
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he is devoted to his profession; he is 


taught everything it is necessary for him | 
to know and all that the experience of | 


100 years of successful warfare can sug- 


gest, until he is turned out a full-blown | 


member of the general staff. Even then 
no hour is considered well spent unless 
he is further qualifying himself for the 
task he is to perform. It would be an 
exaggeration if I suggested that the 
Cabinet Committee of Defence had 
studied these problems to the extent 
and in the way considered necessary 
in other countries, but [ do not 
think it is too much to demand that there 
should be some educated specialist body 
in this country to whom this enormously 
complicated task should be entrusted. 


I do not for one moment _ believe 
that any progress whatever-—I will 


not say ‘no progress whatever” 
that is probably an exaggeration—but 
1 do not believe that any substantial 
progress has yet been made towards 
realising the ideal which the Duke of 
Devonshire’s Committee set before it, 
namely, to provide some regular method of 
communication between the services, and 
to provide a system of organised defence. 
[ see no signs of it; but from what has 
taken place during the last few months 
there are absolutely certain indications 
that no such system exists, because what 
has taken place is absolutely imcompatible 
with the existence of such a system. I 
do hope that we shall learn the lessons 
we have got to learn in a time when we 
can profit by them. The days are dark, 
but they may be much darker, and if we 
are tobemet by the cheery optimism of the 
First Lord of the Treasury, if we are to 
be told that all is well when all is not 
well-—-— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR made an obser- 
vation which was inaudible in the Press 
Gallery. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I welcome 
that admission. [ will not say anything 
that may appear unjust and exaggerated 
with regard to the First Lord of the 
Treasury. I know perfectly well that 
he cares as much about these matters as 
1 do; but I think—and I believe the 
opinion is shared by many others besides 
myself—that the optimism he has dis- 


played and the tone he has adopted with | 


regard to the complications in respect of 
Mr, Arnold-Forster. 
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' which we are now asked for this enor 
mous expenditure, are not at all appro- 
priate to the moment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is interpreting the views | 
have expressed in a manner which | 
cannot tolerate. I have not gone beyond 
this statement of fact—that the War Office 
have contrived to send to South Africa 
a fully-equipped body of men_ larger 
than was ever sent from the shores of 
this country before. I have said that 
criticism of the Government of this or 
any other country in their warlike policy 
has been directed to the fact that they 
were not able to carry out the promises 
they made. The War Office have per- 
formed every promise they ever made. 
That is not optimism, but a naked. state- 
ment of fact. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I accept 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle 
man, and welcome it as an earnest, not 
that he shares my opinion—-that would 
be too sanguine a hope--but that he 
admits there is a fair field for inquiry, 
and a great possibility of improvement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is all 
I desire to express to the Committee. | 
hope an opportunity will be given at 
a later stage for some qualitication of the 
statement that has been made. I care 
little for that, however, but I do care 
that we should jealously guard the vote 
we are asked to give as far as the scheme 
is permanent. As far as it is temporary | 
shall enthusiastically support it. But when 
we come face to face with this problem of 
how we are to provide for the defence of 
the Empire in the future, we should ask 
whether we are justified in acting with- 
out inquiry, and the most searching in- 
quiry, into the credentials of those to 
whom we are asked to entrust this great 
cdluty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope I shall not 
be considered discourteous to those hon. 
Gentlemen who have risen at the same 
time as myself in intervening at this 
stage of the debate; but if I remained 
silent longer I might forget some of the 
arguments used and the questions asked, 
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and then I would be guilty of even | 


greater discourtesy to the hon. Members 
who have preceded me. I think I had 
hetter first of all address myself to the 
long and interesting speech of the hon. 
Member for West Belfast, who takes 
such an interest in these matters. 
[ will do the hon. Member the credit of 
helieving that he knows he has raised ques- 
tions and issues upon details of fact, and 
that he cannot seriously expect me to-night 
to argue out with him once again the old 
battle over the system of short service 
and Reserve. It no doubt sounds very 
convincing when you listen to it put for- 
ward as a haphazard and therefore a fair 
illustration of what is taking place, when 
the hon. Member says, “I take ten batta- 
lions and I find that with six you had to 
leave 600 men and with the other four 400 
men,” but it really has nothing to do with 
the case. The hon. Member said we did 
not and could not send troops to Sir 
George White from this country. It is 
true we did not, but it is quite untrue 
that we could not. We had a scheme 
before us. As I informed the Committee 
in October, and again the other day, there 
were two alternative plans—one to send 
10,000 men from this country and the 
other to send 10,000 men from India and 
the Mediterranean garrisons. As a 
matter of fact, we sent the men from 
India because the passage was somewhat 
shorter. The battalions were selected 
after the Reserve had been called out. 
Had weintended to send eight battalions 

the number we sent from India and the 
Mediterranean—-without calling out the 
Reserve, we should, of course, have 
taken the eight battalions which were 
most ready to go on foreign service. | 
must decline altogether to argue this 
question again on matters of detail. These 
young lads in the battalions at home 
would be of the same age if they were 
not in those battalions. They must grow. 
It reduces me to an absurd position, but I 
have to assume that position, and I have 
to inform some hon. Members of this 
House that if you allow a man to enter 
the Army at the age of eighteen it takes 
two years before he arrives at the age of 
twenty, and the only question between 
us is what you will do with him during 
those two years. You can, we admit, 
put him in a depot. In that case he has 
what we consider an inferior chance of 
heing properly trained, and he is not 
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military service. Or you can take the 
course that we have pursued, and put him 
in a home battalion which is linked with 


‘another battalion on the foreign rota. 


available in any event for any form of 


Then you have the Reserve to fall back 
upon—the Reserve which we have openly 
stated to be part of our first line. All 
you do is to take men, thoroughly trained, 
put them in that battalion in which they 
have served seven years, and send them 
off to the front with their own officers. 
Meanwhile, the younger man who enlists 
at eighteen has the benefit of the tradi- 
tions of that battalion, and the benefit of 
being exercised in an effective unit on 
Salisbury Plain or in other manceuvres, 
and when he reaches the age of twenty 
he is every bit as good as the men who 
have preceded him to the seat of war. 
We think the merits of the case are 
on our side, because you do two things at 
one time, and that is the great art of 
getting on in any profession in life; you 
train your men at home, and you have 
your foreign battalion at the same time. 
That is economy. Although I admit 
economy is out of fashion, and although | 
have been accused this evening of 
bringing in a large Estimate, the third in 
one year, without dwelling on finance, 
still we do care about economy. It is 
better to train young men in that way, 
because they get a more efficient training, 
and it is more economical. Not that mere 
cheapness is economy, but when cheap- 
ness is combined with efficiency, that is 
economy. We know this system is 
sound, and we believe it is economical, 
and when the hon. Member alarms the 
Committee by picking a battalion here 
and there, and stating that they cannot 
fight without leaving 600 men behind, he 
does not touch the remoter fringe of this 
question. His statement of facts is 
rather argumentative, and he will take it 
in good part, | am sure, if I say that in 
part his arguments seem to lack some- 
thing of consistency. He said he was 
prepared to withhold the permanent part 
of the scheme until he was sure, by sume 
anatomical illustration, that there were 
brains to direct that force ; but he must 
not oppose a great part of our scheme, 
because only five months ago he was 
impressing with some reiteration upon 


the Committee that he himself had urged 


upon the Government some five or six of 
the proposals which we are now submit- 
ting to the House. Therefore we need 
not wait for the brains, we have them 
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already—we have in fact followed his 
leading in respect of some of our pro- 
posals. Then, again, I cannot allow the 
hon. Member to say that we have treated 
these proposals in earlier days as being 
unsound or baseless. We said there 
were other proposals which ought to be 
attended to first. Consider for one 
moment the talk we have had this 
evening about the obsolete guns of the 
Volunteers. Will any hon. Member 
assert that it would have been prudent 
for this or any other Government to have 
supplied the Volunteers with the most 
modern guns before we had succeeded 
in raising the batteries for three army 
corps of the Regular troops? We have 
been told over and over again that our 
first duty was to have a mobile force, and 
our first care therefore was to provide 
that mobile force with its necessary com- 
plement of guns. The hon. Member 
knows as well as I do that when we came 
into office in 1895 we had not the guns 
for three army corps, and, therefore, we 
-should have been unable then to send two 
army corps out of the country. That we 
have been able to do now. I feel I can- 
not dwell longer upon the speech of the 
hon. Member, because I believe I shall 
employ the short time left to me more 
fittingly in trying to answer some of the 
questions put to me in the course of this 
debate. The right hon. Baronet the 
Leader of the Opposition took exception 
at the start to the fact that I did not dwell 
sufficiently on the important part—the 
overwhelming part, | would say—-which 
ithe Fleet plays in our home defence. 
Well, I put in the Fleet at the beginning 
of my speech, and I put it in at the end 
of my speech ; but although [ spoke for 
an hour and a quarter I was only able to 
dwell upon one aspect of the Estimate. 
The right hon. Baronet also asked what 
was the amount for home defence, and 
the amount for the prosecution of the war. 
£420,000 is for home defence and the re- 
mainder for the war. The fact that we 
asked the Committee to consider our 
scheme as a Supplementary Estimate has 
been the subject of criticism. What else 
could we do? We ask, I will say 
frankly, for a covering sanction for 
things that have been already done. 
The hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Berwick Division of | Northumberland 
asked in his speech last week if the 
action then taken by the Opposition im- 
peded the Government in taking steps 
Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


| 
| 
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to build up a home defence, and I honestly 
told him it did not. As the Executive 
of the country we have been engaged 
for some time past in carrying out our 
scheme on the broad lines which I have 
divulged this evening. Therefore we 
have incurred expenditure ; we must pay 
for that expenditure, but we cannot pay 
for it without first obtaining the authority 
of the House before March 31st, and there- 
fore there was no other course open to us. 
I have been asked—-What are the numbers 
of men permanently added to the Regular 
Army? Since we have abandoned any 
idea of proceeding by compulsion, it 
follows that our scheme must be a scheme 
of invitation. That, of course, is the 
essence of the voluntary system. You 
say, “If you give your services, we will 
give you certain remuneration.” — Unless 
we proceed by compulsion, that must be 
the basis of our scheme. The question, 
therefore, is not very easy to answer. | 
gave all the facts necessary in order thai 
hon. Members could form as good a notion 
as I could on that subject. What we are 
doing is to raise fifteen battalions of 
infantry—three already voted by the 
House, but not raised, and twelve now to 
be voted and raised. We are adding 
forty-three batteries of artillery. We are 
strengthening the Army Service Corps, 


and we are strengthening the Royal 
Engineers. If and when we get back 


from South Africa the Army that is there 
—— [An Hon. Member laughed.| — I do 
not think that is a laughing matter. 
Whenever we have in this country the 
three full army corps at war strength, 
then we shall, more or fold 
up the artillery, the engineers, and the 
Army Service Corps of two army corps in 
such a way that they may expand when 
again necessary into the artillery, the 
engineers, and the Army Service Corps of 
two army corps. That is one permanent 
feature of the plan I have endeavoured to 
explain, and I commend it to the con- 
sideration of the Committee. Whereas in 
times past we have always aimed at the 
maximum of three army corps, from this 
forward, if the House sanctions the 
scheme, we will aim at a maximum of five 
army corps. That is a very considerable 
permanent addition to the military de- 
fences of this country. The right hon. 
Baronet also raised a question of great im- 
portance with respect to the guns of the 
Volunteers. He said we ought to con- 
sider the importance of not competing, so 


less, 
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to speak, with the Navy. I can assure 
the Committee, on the authority of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty and on my 
own knowledge, that the Navy has not 


been put, and will not be put, behind the | 
The right hon. | 


Army in any respect. 
Gentleman also dwelt on the fact that 
we had borrowed troops from India. Of 
course, we will repay what we borrowed 
at the earliest possible moment. But what 
has been the extent of our borrowing ? 
Four regiments of cavalry out of nine— 
that is heavy borrowing, but, as 
the right hon. Gentleman knows, 
the native cavalry is numerous and 
efticient—two batteries of horse artillery 
out of eleven; three batteries of field 
artillery out of forty-two ; and although 
we have borrowed eight battalions of 
infantry out of fifty-two, we have already 
pid back some, for the battalions in 
India now stand at forty-seven, so that 
there is only a loss of five white battalions. 
It is one of the first duties we shall 
discharge, just as we are already taking 
steps to pay back the guns we have 
horrowed. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: How about 


the three year men ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The men are, I 
admit, a very important point, and one 
which requires a little further considera- 
tion. The right hon. Baronet says we 
now propose to take a greater number of 
three year men, and the hon. Member for 
West Belfast also brought that point 
against us. But it is very easily disposed 
of. You must have in the home battalion 
about 700 seven year men in order to feed 
with drafts the linked battalion in India, 
and the number of three year men you 
can take in the home battalion depends 
absolutely upon the number by which 
your home battalion exceeds that figure. 
Last year our home establishment exceeded 
that limit by 100, and we agreed to take 
109 of these men. We now propose to 
increase the home battalions this year 
again, and that will allow us to take 200 
three year men on any battalion in the 
home establishment. My hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn deserves an 
answer, as he was the first of several 
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ence between the two systems, and, if we 
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Members who argued, “ You have come 
down to us with a plan for organising 
three army corps for home defence ; but 
we want to hear how you are going to 
reinforce India if it should need re- 
inforcing, and how you are going to re- 
inforce Lord Roberts if he should need 
reinforcements in South Africa.” Well, 
Sir, we believe the best way to do that 
is to do what we are doing now 
namely, to engage in the work of 
organising these three army corps, and if 
one is required abroad we can send it 
away and set to work to organise another. 
The Committee is aware we have a 
division ready to embark at a moment’s 
notice, and in the course of a few weeks 
we may have an army corps ready to 
embark, and when that embarks we will 
go on with the next. That is really the only 
practical manner in which this problem 
can be approached. The way to provide 
troops ready to take the field in South 
Africa or in India is to work them up to 
the highest point of efficiency as a first 
step at home. The hon. Member for the 
Ross Division of Herefordshire, referring 
to the Yeomanry cavalry, said it weuld be 
necessary to reduce very much the ex- 
pensive character of that force. I agree 
with him, provided that we do not 
break down its traditions — alto- 
gether. But [ cannot let pass, as 
one who has served twelve years in the 
Yeomanry, his allegation that the officers 
spend the whole of their training in 
gambling and amusement. —[ have never 
seen a card during the whole time I have 
served in the regiment to which I belong, 
and [know no body of men more zealous to 
get the utmost benefit they can out of 
the opportunities given to them. Then 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
North East Manchester dwelt at some 
length on the Swiss system of Militia. I 
know the Intelligence Department of the 
War Office has recently published a short 
hook on that subject. No doubt it is a 
most interesting one, but it has this differ- 
ence from the system we propose, namely, 
that although as the right hon. Baronet 
declares, there is no conscription in the 
Swiss system, there is compulsion, and 
compulsion cloes not merely give you all 
the men you want at a certain age, for a 
certain pay, and for a definite number of 
days, but it also enables you to work 
them as hard as you like during those 
days. That is a most fundamental differ- 
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attempted to apply not to our Volunteers duced by my right hon. friend the Presi- 


or Militia but even to our Regular Army 
the course of drill which is applied to 
recruits obtained by compulsion, the re- 
cruiting returns would fall down in a 
manner which would be most disastrous. 


The hon. Member was still speaking at 
midnight when, it being midnight, the 
Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again to-morrow. 


EDUCATION AND SCIENCE AND ART 
DEPARTMENTS. 


Report presented,—relative thereto 
a 12th February ; Colonel Wynd- 
tum Murray]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 47.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


On the motion for adjournment, perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will say what 


business will be taken to-morrow and 
Thursday. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To-morrow 


we propose to continue the discussion on 
the Army Supplementary Estimates. On 
Thursday we propose to put down the 
ordinary sessional Supply rule first, one 
or two Bills will afterwards be introduced 
under the Standing Orders with which 
the right hon. Gentleman is acquainted, 
and we shall then deal with the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates. Sup- 
posing the War Office Estimates are not 
concluded to-morrow they will be taken 
before the Civil Service Supplementary 
Estimates on Thursday, and if both are 
concluded we hope to take the Bill intro- 


‘dent of the Board of Trade. 


Sir HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN: When will Ways and Means be 
taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As soon as 
these two Votes are carried, but that 
stage will be purely formal. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
What about Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Supply will 
be taken on Friday. 


Adjourned at five minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 


NOMINATION OF TEMPORARY 
CHAIRMEN OF COMMITTEES. 


In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1, 
“Sittings of the House,” 


I hereby nominate— 


Mr. Arthur O’Connor, 
Mr. John Edward Ellis, 


The Right Hon. 
Stuart- Wortley, 


The Right Hon. Edmond Robert 
Wodehouse, and 


Charles Beilby 


Mr. John Grant Lawson, 


to act during this Session as temporary 
Chairmen of Committees when requested 
by the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


Wituram Court GULLY, 
Speaker. 
10th February, 1900. 
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EARL OF MEXBOROUGH 
AND 
VISCOUNT CLIFDEN. 

Ordered and Directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, That Certiticates be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Earl of Mexboroughand the 
Viscount Clifden to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland has 
been established to the satisfaction of him 
the said Lord Chancellor: and that the 
House of Lords has ordered such reports 
to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown 
in Ireland: And it is hereby also Ordered, 
That the said Reports of the said Lord 
Chancellor be. sent to the Clerk of the 
Crown in Ireland. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorbp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
ficate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 

Cork Electric Tramways (Blackrock 

Extension). 

And the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bil 
have not been complied with :— 

Barnsley Corporation. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

BRISTOL WATER BILL [u.1.}. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL 
DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY 

[H.L. ]. 
IMSCHENETZKY’S URALITE 
BILL [H.L.]. 

MILFORD DOCKS BILL [H.1.}. 

SOUTH ESSEX WATER BOARD BILL 
[H.L.]. 


WHITECHAPEL AND. BOW 
BILL [H.L.]. 


[H.L. ]. 
BILL 


PATENT 


RAILWAY 


Presented ; read 1"; and referred to 


the Examiners. 


VOL, LXXVIIL 


[FoortTH SERIES. ] 
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GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL GAS BILL [H.1.}. 
GWYRFAI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [H.1.]. 
PURFLEET AND GRAVESEND JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY BILE [H.1.]. 


WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [4.1.7]. 


WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND DOCKS 
BILL [H.1.}. 


Presented, and read 1*. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

TREATY SERIES, No. 4. 
Declaration between the United King- 
dom and the Grand Duchy of Luxemburg 
respecting the reciprocal protection of 
trade marks; signed at Luxemburg, 25th 
January, 1900. Presented (by command), 

and ordered to lie on the Table. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE. 

Lorp BURGHCLERE: My Lords, | 
heg to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
what number of cattle have been 
slaughtered during the present outbreak 
of foot and mouth disease, and over what 
area do the restrictions extend ; what was 
the date of the notification of the first 
suspected outbreak, and the date of its 
confirmation by the Board of Agriculture : 
and whether the Board of Agriculture 
have any reason to believe that the 
disease existed unnotified before the first 
suspected outbreak was reported to them. 
[ am quite certain I need not assure Her 
Majesty’s Government that in putting 
this question I have not the slightest 
intention of throwing any reflection upon 
the officials of the Board of Agriculture, 
whose skill and ability in dealmg with 
the suppression of disease I so very well 
know. But I think that agricultural 
interests generally would be — glad 
to receive some official — intelligence 
as to the spread of this outbreak, which 
appears to be rather serious. I would lay 
particular stress on the latter part of my 
question—namely, whether the Board of 
Agricuiture have any reason to believe 
that the disease existed unnotitied before 
the first suspected outbreak was reported 
to them. As your Lordships are aware, 
foot and mouth disease is one of the very 
highest infectivity, and if it gets hold of 
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a district it spreads like wildfire, doing | respects it resembles other animal diseases 


damage to agricultural interests to the 
extent of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds, [am afraid it sometimes happens 

it only happens, I am glad to say, ina 
very few instances—that through a mis- 
taken idea of his own interests a farmer 
does not report a suspected case in time, 
but I hope that has not occurred on this 
occasion. I should be glad of an assur- 
ance on the subject. It cannot be too 
often laid down that it is to the interest 
of the farmer, to the interest of the public 
purse, and to the interest of the agricul- 
tural body at large that every suspected 
outbreak should be reported as soon as 
possible to the Board of Agriculture so 
that the officers there, in whom, I am 
sure, we all have the greatest confidence, 
may be able to deal with it promptly and 
effectively. 


THE Lorp PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE): 
In the absence of my noble friend the 
Lord Privy Seal, the duty of answering 
the question of the noble Lord opposite 
has fallen upon me. I have to inform 
him that there have been slaughtered in 
all 127 cattle, eight sheep, and forty-two 
swine in connection with the present out- 
break of foot and mouth disease in the 
counties of Norfolk and Suffolk. The 
restrictions imposed extend over a 
district comprising twelve petty sessional 
divisions in Norfolk and seven in Suffolk, 
with the boroughs therein. The first 
information which we received as to the 
suspected appearance of the disease was 
from the superintendent of police on 
29th January. Instructions as to the isola- 
tion of the premises and the observance of 
the rules applicable to infected — places 
were at once sent off to the police and to 
the local authorities, and an experienced 
veterinary surgeon was (lespatched to the 
spot. His report went to confirm the 
suspicion previously entertained, and on 
31st January our chief veterinary officer 
also visited the infected place and de- 
clared foot and mouth disease to exist. 
So far as our inquiries have proceeded we 
have no reason to believe that any person 
concerned was guilty of any offence in 
regard to the failure to give notice of the 
existence of disease for which proceedings 
could be taken under the Diseases of 
Animals Acts. The long immunity from 
the disease which Norfolk and Suffolk 
have enjoyed and the fact that in several 


would alike tend to allay suspicion as to. 
the real character of the outbreak. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Five of the clock, to. 
Thursday next, half-past Ten of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 13th Febvuary, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, that in respect of the 
Bills comprised in the List reported by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of 
Lords, they have certified that the Stand- 
ing Orders have been complied with in 
the following case, viz. : 


Cork Electric Tramways. 


And that they have certified that the 
Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in the following case, viz. :- 


Barnsley Corporation. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS — [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that in the 
ease of the Petition for the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, the Stand- 
ing Orders have not been complied with, 
Viz. : 

Barnsley Corporation Bill { Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. 

“To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Rochdale to 
re-construct the existing Tramways in the 


‘said borough when required by them, and 


to construct additional Tramways in and 
adjacent to the borough; and to make 
further provisions for the good govern- 
ment of the borough; and for other 
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purposes, ” 
read a second time. 


SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM 
TRAMROAD. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. Gilliat, and 


Sir Joseph Leese. 


PETITIONS. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMP- 
TION FROM RATES). 
Petitions from Stepney, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS. 
Petition from Tipton, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Melton Mowbray, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Stornoway ; 
Pittenweem ; and Wigtown; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 To 1898. 
Petition from Northwich, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 4, 1900). 

Copy presented,—of Declaration be- 
tween the United Kingdom and _ the 
Grand Duchy of Luxemburg respecting 
the Reciprocal Protection of Trade Marks. 
Signed at Luxemburg, 25th January, 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


AMERICAN MAILS. 

Return ordered, ‘Showing the number 
of days, hours, and minutes occupied in 
the transit of Her Majesty’s Mails, both 
outward and inward, carried during the 
year 1899 by steamships between Queens- 
town and New York, and also between 
Southampton and New York, the Return | 
to specify the names of the steamers, and 


{13 FEBRUARY 1900} 


Read the first time; to be | 





Questions. 1358 


to indicate by asterisks or otherwise those 

not carrying the mails under contract.” — 
“ 

(Sir John Leng.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—COMMANDS 
AT THE FRONT. 
Sir HENRY HOWORTH (Salford, 


S): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


State for War whether the several 
generals in command at the front in 
South Africa were selected by the Secre- 
tary of State for War or by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, or whether the responsi- 
bility for their selection was shared by 
the two officials just named ; and, in the 
case of any general in command of a 
detached army in the field in South 
Africa, with whom does the responsibility 
of maintaining him in his position or of 
recalling him rest—with the Secretary of 
State for War, the Commander-in-Chief, 
or the General in supreme command of 
Her Majesty’s forces in South Africa. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpbHAy, 
Dover): Selections for command in the 
field are made by the Commander-in- 
Chief subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of State. The general in chief 
command in the field has full powers in 
regard to his subordinate generals. There 
need beno mystery. Every selection put 
forward has been approved. 


PRISONERS AT MAFEKING. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he will cause inquiry to 
be made into the truth of the statement 
alleged to have been made by Colonel 
3aden-Powell to the effect that he had 
forty Fenian prisoners, including the late 
station-master of Mafeking, in custody ; 
can he state what was their offence, and 
why they were described as Fenians ; 
and whether the late station-master of 
Mafeking, Mr. Quinlan (alleged to have 
been shot), is still a prisoner. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. As I 
have already told the hon. Member, there 
is no information whatever in the War 
Office on this subject, and I cannot under- 
take to trouble Lord Roberts at such a 
time with questions based on hearsay. It 
would be more unwarranted in this than 
3 D2 
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in other cases, because, as the hon. Mem- | 


bers knows, Lord Roberts cannot com- 
municate with Colonel Baden-Powell. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I ander- 
stand that there are means of communi- 
cating. May I ask how it is that letters 
can come direct from there, and yet none 
reach the War Office ? 


| No answer was given. | 


THE MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War, in view of the fact that no in- 
formation has been sought or received by 
the War Office since the 22nd December 
last in regard to Major Mackenzie, of the 
Seaforth Highlanders, will further steps 
be taken to ascertain if this officer is still 
alive, and the number and names of 
Highlanders buried by the Boers without 
identification after the battle of Magers- 
fontein. 


“Mr. WYNDHAM: Endeavours have 
heen made to obtain information in regard 
to Major Mackenzie, and information has 
at length been received from Pretoria 
that he is not a prisoner there, and that 
the Transvaal Government is trying to 
find out whether he was killed and 
buried on the field of battle. It would 
further appear that the enemy secured 
the identity tickets only of their prisoners, 
and not of the dead Highlanders who 
were buried on the spot, and I am afraid 
that it must be assumed that those of the 
men reported missing who have not since 
been accounted for were killed and buried 
there, 

SPION KOP. 
Cartan NORTON (Newington, W.) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if he can say whether 
there is any truth in the statement that 
no party of Royal Engineers was detailed 
in the first instance to accompany the 
battalions attacking Spion Kop, and that 
no such party was sent forward until it 
was too late and the troops were in 
retreat ; and whether as a consequence of 
this neglect the entrenchments were laid 
out in a direction which rendered the 
men occupying them liable to a severe 
reverse fire. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Nothing is known 
of the matter to which the hon. Member 
refers. 
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SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office if any separation allowance would 
be made to the widowed mothers of un- 
married men at present serving in Irish 
Militia regiments, most of those persons 
being wholly dependent for their liveli- 
hood on the support of their sons. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘ro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.) : Separation 
allowance is not issued in such cases. The 
man, however, may, if he chooses, allot a 
portion of his pay to his widowed mother. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
hon. Gentleman aware that mothers of 
these unmarried soldiers are now charge- 
able to the rates in Ireland? Will not 
the War Office make some provision for 
them / 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: [ am 
not aware of that. We can only proceed 
according to the Queen's regulations. We 
have no power to do as the hon. Member 


suggests. 


COMMEMORATION IN SCHOOLS OF 
DEEDS OF HEROISM. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to a letter from the 
Bishop of Chester upon the proposal to 
inscribe upon the walls of our public 
elementary schools the names and record 
of their old scholars who have distin- 
guished themselves by acts of heroism 
and self-sacrifice, or have earned in other 
ways a high place in their country’s 
regard ; and whether the Education De- 
partment will sanction this proposal ; and, 
if so, whether he would take steps to 
encourage its adoption. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or CoUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The Committee of Council 
consider the proposal of the Bishop of 
Chester a most excellent one, and will do 
their best to secure its adoption hy the 
managers of elementary schools. 


GERMAN POLICY IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether Her 
Majesty’s Government have received 
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from the German Government any com- 
munications tending to modify the de- 
claration made by Baron von Marschall, 
in his dispatches to Count Hatzfeldt of 
Ist February and 15th October, 1895, 
that the beginning and the end of German 
policy in South Africa was the main- 
tenance of the Transvaal as an indepen- 
dent State, as laid down in the Treaty of 
1884, and a guarantee of the sfufus, quo 
as regards the railways and the harbour 
of Delagoa Bay ; and, if so, whether he 
can state in what way and to what 
extent any such communications modify 
the German policy as declared in 1895 ; 
and whether Her Majesty’s Government 
propose to give to Parliament any infor- 
mation tending to show what the German 
policy is at present. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): No com- 
munication has been received from 
the German Government on the subject 
of the Convention of 1884, which as a 
matter of fact has, through the existence 
of a state of war, terminated. 


TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): IT beg to ask the Under Seere- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
Her Majesty’s Government have received 
any intimation of the concurrence of 
foreign Powers with the notice issued by 
Sir Alfred Milner on 26th January, 1900, 
pledging Her Majesty’s Government to 
refuse to recognise, and to treat as 
invalid, confiscations of gold mines in the 
Transvaal owned by British or other 
subjects, whether carried out by the 
executive or under colour of legislation : 
if so, does this concurrence extend to 
cases in which the confiscated gold mine 
has been, after confiscation according to 
the terms of law, sold by the Transvaal 
(rovernment to subjects of the foreign 
Powers in question ; and will he lay upon 
the Table of this House the correspon- 
dence which has passed relative to this 
subject. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: No such intimation 
has been received, nor has there been any 
correspondence with foreign Powers. 
MILITIA REGIMENTS AND FOREIGN 

SERVICE. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for War , 
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whether the colonel of a Militia regiment 
takes the declaration of his men who 
volunteer for foreign service en masse, or 
each individual separately ; and with what 
formalities. 


*\MIn. WYNDHAM: I must refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to a question 
put on Thursday, the &th instant, by the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick’s 
Division of Dublin. 


VOLUNTEER COMMISSIONS. 

CoLoNEL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- 
Avon): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to offer commis- 
sions in the Line to officers serving in the 
Volunteer force as well as to those serving 
in the Militia. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


SWISS MILITARY SYSTEM. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): [ beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the War Office have any report 
on the Swiss military system; and 
whether, if there is one, he couid have it 
printed as a Parliamentary Paper. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The handbook of 

the Swiss Army, 1398, prepared by the 
Intelligence Department, has been pub- 
lished, and will doubtless give the hon. 
Member the information he wishes to 
obtain ; it can be bought at a very small 
price. 


“ MILITARY AUTHORITIES” — THE 
ROYAL HORSE ARTILLERY. 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


mouth) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War to give the names of the 
military authorities referred to in the 
House on 13th July, 1887, by the then 
Secretary of State for War as having pro- 
posed the conversion of fourteen field 
batteries into ammunition columns. I beg 
also to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War to state the names of the mili- 
tary authorities who recommended or 
approved the reduction of Royal Horse 
Artillery in 1887. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply to these 
questions put by the hon. and gallant 
Member, I can only refer him to the reply 
which I gave on Friday. Iam unable 
to trace the statement mentioned by the 
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hon. Member as having been made by the 
then Secretary of State for War on July 
13th, 1887. If the Secretary of State for 
War referred to the military authorities, 
he no doubt referred to his military 
advisers on the Headquarters Staff. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: If the hon. 
Gentleman objects to giving the names of 
the authorities responsible, will he say if 
any of them are still advisers of the War 
Office ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. and 
gallant Member will look up the Head- 
quarters list at the date he refers to, he 
will find an answer to his question. Lord 
Wolseley, of course, was not Commander- 
in-Chief at that time. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: The hon. Gentle- 
man forgets the definition he gave me of 
military authorities as the Commander-in- 
Chief and the Army Board, for there was 
no Army Board in 1887. 


(Questions. 


WAR OFFICE REORGANISATION 
COMMITTEE. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
can state when the War Office Reorganisa- 
tion Committee, presided over by the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office, and 
appointed in October, 1898, expects to 
conclude its labours; what progress has 
been made in the methods ot conducting 
business in the Adjutant General’s, 
Ordnance, and Accountant General’s 
Departments ; whether the Department of 
Works and Buildings, for which the In- 
spector General of Fortifications is respon- 
sible, has been overhauled by the Com- 
mittee; and when, in view of the 
increasing public interest in the proper 
conduct of all departments of the Army, 
the Secretary of State will be able to 
place upon the Table of the House a 
report of the results of the inquiry of that 
Committee, which has been sitting for the 
past sixteen months. 


*Mr.J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I would 
refer the 
which I gave to the hon. Member for 
South Donegal on this subject yesterday, 


but I may observe that the scope of the | 


inquiry was by no means as extensive as 
the terms of the question would suggest. 


Captain NORTON: My question was 
not quite the same, and the hon. Gentle- 
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|man has left two or three points un- 


"answered. 


IRISH GARRISONS. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether it is contemplated to 
concentrate any large body of troops in 
either Mullingar or Longford in the near 
future ; and whether the War Office have 
had laid before them plans for the erection 
of a large military station in one or other 
of these towns ; and, if so, will there be 
any statement made to the House on the 
subject. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to 
both parts of the question is in the 
negative. 


ARMY ESTIMATES. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, F.): 
I beg toask the Under Secretary of State 
for War when the Army Estimates will 
be issued to Members. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: We 
hope to issue them in about three weeks. 
With the changes in contemplation, and 
the war in progress, the preparation of 
estimates necessarily occupies more than 
the ordinary time. 


SUPPRESSION OF RIOTS BY THE 
MILITARY. 

*Mr. D, A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, as a consequence of the 
recent decision of the Appeal Court, that 
the expenses of troops employed to 
suppress rioting is an Imperial and not a 
local charge, the Government propose 
legislating with a view to placing such 
expense in future upon county councils. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 


question of legislation on the subject 
is under consideration, but the hon. 


Member does not accurateiy state the 
decision of the Court. It was not to the 
effect that the costs were an Imperial 
charge. ‘The Court did not decide the 
point by whom the costs are payable. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Can the hon. 
/Gentleman say whether the Court of 
| Appeal did not uphold the decision’ of 
Justices Darling and Channell, which was 
| that the expenses should be defrayed not 
| . . * 

| out of local but out of Imperial funds ? 
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*Mr. J. POWELL WILLIAMS : 


informed that the decision was not to 
that effect. It was that the logal authori- 
ties were not liable. 
was liable. The Court of Appeal upheld 


the learned judges’ decision. 


(Juestions. 


MALTA—INSANITARY CONDITION 
OF BARRACKS, ETC. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): 1 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will consider the 
propriety of appointing an Inter-Depart- 
mental Committee, upon which the Trea- 
sury, War Office, and Admiralty would 
he represented, for the purpose of investi- 
gating the complaints which have recently 
heen made as to the unsatisfactory condi- 
tion of the barracks, hospitals, and burial 
grounds at Malta, with a view to the 
adoption of remedial measures in the 
interest of the health of the soldiers and 
sailors at that station, and of the families 
of officials employed at the dockyard at 
Valetta. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : [ have not contem- 
plated such a Committee as necessary, but 
will confer with the heads of the other 
Departments named as to its expediency. 


TONGA. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the proclamation of the 
native kingdom of Tonga as an exelu- 
sively British sphere of influence involves 
any change in the present government or 
political constitution of the group ; if so, 
what is the nature of the contemplated 
changes ; and has Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment assumed responsibility for any 
financial indebtedness of Tonga to Ger- 
many or te German traders. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No state- 
ment can be made as to the future posi- 
tion of Tonga pending the result of Mr. 
Thomson’s mission to discuss the subject 
with the King. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have not assumed any financial 
responsibility for Tongan indebtedness. 


COLONIAL RUM, 
Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- | 
crombie): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
| 
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State for the Colonies when he proposes 
to lay on the Table the return regarding 
local excise duties on colonial rum. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Paper 
was laid in dummy in October last, the 
answers from the colonies being then 
nearly all received ; since that date a few 
further papers have been received, and 
the whole are now in print, but owing to 
the pressure of more urgent work in the 
printing branch, the revision has not as 
yet been completed. It is hoped, how- 
ever, that the return will be delivered 
within a month from the present time. 


THE LATE MR. STOKES. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs when the Government received 
the compensation money paid by Belgium 
in respect of the hanging of the late Mr. 
Stokes ; and whether the money has yet 
been paid over to Mr. Stokes’ widow ; if 
so, When. 


Mr. BRODRICK : (1) Yes ; the sum of 
150,000f. (£5,922 12s. 3d.) was paid on 
the 9th November, 1895, and was in- 
vested in the Two-and-Three-Quarter per 
Cent. Consolidated Stock. (-) Mr. 
Stokes’ widow died before the money was 
paid to Her Majesty’s Government. An 
allowance has since been made to the 
support of the family, and a deed is about 
to be completed investing the capital in 
the name of trustees, of whom Mr. 
Greene, Member for Shrewsbury, is one, 
for the benefit of the daughter, Nellie 
Stokes. 


NEW HEBRIDES—SALE OF SPIRITS 
AND FIREARMS TO NATIVES. 
Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any measure of success has yet 
attended the remonstrances of Her 
Majesty’s Government against the sale of 


_ spirits and firearms to the natives of the 


New Hebrides by French traders. 


answer has 


Mr. BRODRICK : No 


‘been obtained from the French Govern- 


ment. 


NORTH BORNEO — TREAT- 
MENT OF NATIVES. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if he will 


BRITISH 
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state the nature of the differences which 
have arisen between the native population 
and the Chartered Company of British 
North Borneo; have any efforts been 
made by the British North Borneo Com- 
pany to discuss the grievances of the 
natives with a view to an amicable settle- 
ment, as on a previous occasion, when 
Mat Salleh delivered his sword to Mr. 
Cowie, the manager of the British North 
Borneo Company; will he state the 
nature of the expedition sent against Mat 
Salleh and his followers; and whether 
the expenses will be charged to the 
British taxpayer or to the British North 
Borneo Company. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No differences have 
arisen so far as Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are aware between the British North 
Borneo Company and the native popula- 
tion in the company’s territory, except in 
the case of Mat Salleh and his immediate 
followers. Every effort was made by the 
ofticers of the company to enter into com- 
munication with Mat Salleh, but he 
(leclined to respond, and two of the com- 
pany’s messengers who were conveying a 
friendly message to him were murdered 
by his followers. The expedition against 
Mat Salleh was composed of about 150 
men of the company’s police, and the 
whole cost will be borne by the company. 


GERMAN RAILWAYS IN ASIA. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if the attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government has been called to 
the action of Russia and Germany in 
constructing railways across the Asiatic 
Continent, and especially to the concession 
made by the Sultan of Turkey for a 
German line as far as the seaport of 
Bussorah in the Persian Gulf, and to the 
consolidation of the commercial and 
financial authority of Russia in Northern 
Persia ; and what steps the Foreign Office 
is taking to maintain British interests in 
that part of the world, and to prevent the 
control of railways up to the Indian 
frontier from falling into the hands of 
foreign Powers. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty's 
(Government are aware of the concession 
given by the Sultan of Turkey for a 


German line to the seaport of Bussorah, | 


and of the progress of Russian railways 
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in Asia. If and when British interests 
are affected Her Majesty’s Government 
will take whatever steps are necessary to 
maintain them. 


THE GERMAN NAVY. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, have Her Majesty's 
Government any information relative to 
negotiations 
between the Government of Germany 
and the Government of the Netherlands 
relative to the co-operation of Holland 


, with Germany in the development of a 


largely increased German Navy. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The answer is in 


the negative 


INDIAN RAILWAY SURVEYS. 

Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether, in 
the year 1876, a large survey party was 
assembled on the Indian frontier under 
instructions from the Government of 
India to initiate all the preliminary 


‘arrangements for linking together the 


Indian and Russian railway systems ; and 
whether the proposed operations of this 
survey party were countermanded by a 
cable message from the India Office in 
London. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): There is no trace of any record 
in the India Office of any such transaction. 


THE PEN TRADE. 
*Sir_ CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 


i shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
‘Secretary of State for the Home Depuart- 


ment whether the inquiries of the inspec- 
tors into the complaints as to the need for 
an order for particulars in the pen trade 
are yet complete ; and, if so, whether an 
order is to be made. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 


| Wuite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 


I have received the inspectors’ reports on 
this matter, and the question of issuing 
an order is still under my consideration. 


GLEN CLELLAND COLLIERS. 
Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
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the Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a fatal accident 
which happened on &th August last at 
the Glen Clelland Colliery in Scotland, 
belonging to Messrs. Kerr and Mitchell, 
whereby a Russian Pole named Stanis- 
laus Ambroziviczus met with his death ; 
whether he is aware that the man did not 
understand the English language, and 
that he worked in the mine with another 
Pole who was also ignorant of the English 
language; whether his attention has 
heen drawn to the statement of the jury 
at the inquest in their verdict, that 
neither of these two men were able to 
speak or understand the English language, 
and that their experience of mining was 
very limited; and in their opinion, in 
such an occupation as coal mining, the 
fact that any workman who was unable 
to understand the orders or warnings 
addressed to him constituted a danger to 
hoth himself and his fellow-workmen ; 
whether the employment of two such 
men by the management is a contra- 
vention of Rule 39 of the Coal Mines 
Regulation Act; and whether he will 
cause full inquiry into the circumstances 
of this case, and take such steps as will 
give effect to the opinion expressed by 
the jury who tried this case. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: IT find on 
inquiry that the facts of the case are sub- 
stantially in accordance with the first 
three paragraphs. But there does not 
appear to have been any contravention of 
Rule 39. Lam informed by the inspector 
for the district that he has repeatedly 
impressed their responsibility upon the 
mine owners who employ Polish work- 
men; and that the Abstract of the Mines 
Acts and the Special Rules have been 
translated into Russian for the benefit of 
these workmen. He adds that no acci- 
dent caused by their ignorance of the 
English language has hitherto come to 
his knowledge. 


SCOTCH WHISKY SAMPLES. 
*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
if he is aware that small sample bottles of 
whisky are being freely distributed to 
dwelling-houses in Scotland by — repre- 
sentatives of distillers and spirit dealers ; 
and whether it is possible under the 
existing law to prevent this practice of 
promoting drinking by placing special 
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young people at their homes ; and, if not, 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of introducing a short Bill to stop it. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): In reply 
to the first paragraph of the question, I 
have no special information, but I do not 
doubt that distillers, like other manufac- 
turers, distribute samples of their wares. 


‘In reply to the second paragraph, such 


temptations in the way of women and 


distribution is lawful, and I have no 
reason to believe that it has any such in- 
jurious effects as to call for legislation. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY CRUISER. 

Mr. WEIR: IT beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is now in a position 
to state when the new cruiser for the 
Scottish Fishery Board will be ready for 
service ; and, if not, will he say if tenders 
have vet been invited. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
question of a new cruiser for the superin- 
tendence of the fisheries is receiving the 
earnest attention of the Fishery Board, 
and no time whatever is being lost in 
carrying out the necessary negotiations. 
I may add that the Secretary for Scotland 
cannot undertake to give further informa- 
tion at present. 


VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I beg to ask the Vice-President ot 
the Committee of Council on Edueation 
whether the collection of gold ornaments 
bequeathed by the late Signor Giuliano 
to the Victoria and Albert Museum, and 
recently stolen, has been recovered ; 
whether the police force in the Museum 
had been reduced prior to the robbery ; 
and if it is likely to be increased. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
negative. None of the ornaments have been 
recovered. In answer to the second and 
third paragraphs I may say that the 
police force was reduced four and a half 
years ago. Since the robbery it has been 
again increased. 


DEPARTMENT— 
FOR ART 


SCIENCE AND 
COUNCIL OF 
MATTERS. 
Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask the 

Vice - President of the Committee of 


ART 
ADVICE 


Council on Education whether the four: 
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artists recently appointed as a council of | 


advice for art matters relating to the 
Science and Art Department will be at 
liberty to advise on administrative or 
departmental questions concerning the 
Art Museum; whether they will advise 
on the authenticity of objects offered for 
purchase ; whether they are to be paid for 
their services; and whether they will 
meet at regular intervals. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is No. The answer tothe 
second paragraph is that they will advise 
on the artistic value of objects. The 
answer to the third paragraph is in the 
affirmative. The answer to the fourth 
paragraph is that they will meet at regular 
times, and also whenever required. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE REGULA- 
TIONS. : 

Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether his attention has 
been called to a resolution of the Norfolk 
Chamber of Agriculture urging him to 
insist upon the immediate slaughter of 
diseased cattle, and asking for some 


modification of the restrictions, so as to ! 


allow, by special licence, fat cattle, sheep, 
and pigs to be moved from the scheduled 
districts to slanghter-houses : and whether 
he is able to grant either or both of these 
concessions. 


*THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuGLas, Kent, 
St. Augustine, for Mr. Lone): The 
attention of my right hon. friend has 
been called to the suggestions made by 
the Norfolk Chamber of Agriculture, and 
he asks me to say that experience has 
shown that the slaughter of cattle affected 
with foot and mouth disease is in some 
cases more likely to be instrumental in 
spreading the disease than their isolation 
under strict conditions. The course to 
be adopted must therefore be settled by 
reference to the particular circumstances 
of each individual case. With regard to 
the movement of animals for slaughter, 
my right hon. friend hopes to be in a 
position to give some relief in this direc- 
tion in the course of a day or two. 


“UNCLAIMED WAGES OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 


Sir J. LENG (Dundee) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade how 
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the unclaimed balance for the year 
1898-9 of £5,757, in respect of the wages 
and effects of deceased seamen, will be 
applied, and for what purpose £17,747 
has been accumulated under this head 
since the vear 1893-4. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Rircniz, Croydon) : 
The unclaimed balance of the estates of 
deceased seamen for the year 1898-9 of 
£5,737 will be applied to the payment of 
claims on the estates it represents. After 
six years what balance is still unclaimec| 
will be paid over to the Exchequer in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the Mer- 
chant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) 
Act of 1898. The sum of £17,747 has 
been accumulated under this head to 
comply with this Act and the Merchant 
Shipping Act of 1894, which do not  per- 
mit the Board of Trade to deai with the 
unclaimed estates of deceased seamen till 
six years after their receipt, and require 
the Board after that period to pay the 
balance then unclaimed into the Ex- 
chequer. Previously to the Act of 1898 
they were paid into the Mercantile 
Marine Fund. 


POSTAGE RATES TO SOUTHERN 
ITALY. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he has seen, 
at page 24 of the recently issued 
Consular Report on Southern Italy, the 
statement that hardly a day passes on 
which surcharged letters are not left at 
the Consulate, many if not most of them 
for seamen, to whom the payment of 
threepence per letter is a severe tax ; 
and whether any steps are practicable 
that would remedy this grievance. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): Notices have been exhibited in 
every post office warning the public that 
penny postage is only applicable to cer- 
tain specified parts of the British Empire, 
and that for all other parts of the world, 
including of course Italy, the 25d. rate 
remains unchanged. The correct rates 
are duly set forth in the Postal Guide, 
which may be seen at any post office in 
the United Kingdom; and several com- 
munications have been sent to the news- 
papers on the subject. 
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CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
Mr. BUCHANAN : I beg to ask the 
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Secretary to the Treasury when the Sup- | 


plementary Civil Service Estimates will 
be issued. 


Mr. HANBURY: I hope that they 


will be circulated to-morrow morning. 


ADULTERATION OF TRISH WHISKY 
IN BOND. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): [beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 
excise officers in Belfast have recently 
found in a bonded store a cask of whisky 
30 per cent. weaker than it ought to have 
been; whether the matter has been 
referred to the Board of Customs ; and 
whether any penalty has been or will be 
inflicted. 


Mr. HANBURY: The revenue officers 
employed in a bonded warehouse in 
Belfast under the Customs lately found 
that, after the contents of a number of 
casks of British plain spirits had been 
blended—which operation should have 
made the whole to be of uniform 
strength—and drawn off into separate 
casks, the spirits in one of the casks 
proved, on being tried, to be of consider- 
ably lower strength than that of the bulk, 
for, whereas the strength of the bulk was 
22-5 degrees over proof, the contents of 
this cask were found to be of a strength 
of only 12°3 degrees under proof, or 34:8 
degrees below the proper strength. The 
matter having been reported to the 
Board of Customs, and the explanation of 
the warehouse-keepers not being  satis- 
factory, the Board have directed the 
seizure of the cask in question and its 
contents. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give the name 
of the owner, because there are a 
number of innocent people in Belfast who 
may be implicated ? 


Mr. HANBURY: 


hame. 


I don’t know the 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Was not 
the whisky extracted from the cask 


without the knowledge of the owner, by 
a thirsty Orangeman, who put water in 
its place ? 
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*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Is not 


the person referred to in the question 
Mr. Samuel Young, the Member for 
Cavan 4 


(Questions. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I hope to be protected from these attacks. 
I am not the person. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


AUSTRALIAN MINTS. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether replies 
have now been received from all the 
Australian Governments concerned in 
the question of the coining of silver in 
the colonial branches of the Royal Mint ; 
and whether any decision has been 
arrived at. 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir. The 
Treasury have received no communica- 
tion on the subject since I stated the 
position in reply to a question by the 
hon. Member on the 24th of October last. 


IRISH RURAL DISTRICT COUNCILS. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Government will introduce a short Act, 
allowing the reduction of the number of 
members necessary to constitute a quorum 
of rural district councillors at their meet- 
ings from one-fourth to one-eighth, pro- 
vided such proportion of one-eighth does 
not reduce the number to less than eight 
members, in which case the latter number 
should constitute a quorum. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.) (for Mr. G. W. Batrour): The 
Government are considering the  pro- 
priety of introducing a short amending 
Bill, dealing, amongst other things, with 
the matter mentioned in the question. 


ROYAL [TRISH CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a circular has been issued to the 
Royal Irish Constabulary in Ireland 


‘suspending the granting of leave of 
absence except in very urgent cases, and 
| that the issuing of this circular has caused 
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great disappointment in the police force ; 
and whether he will have this objection- 
able cireular withdrawn. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): No such circular has ever 
heen issued to the Constabulary. 


WESTPORT LANDLORDS. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that there are several landlords in 
the neighbourhood of Westport, County 
Mayo, who are anxious to sell their estates 
to the Congested Districts Board ; and if 
he can give any reasons why the Con- 
gested Listricts Board will not purchase 
such estates. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFOUR): Iam not aware what may be 
the views of landlords such as those 
referred to, save so far as they may be 
disclosed in confidential negotiations 
which may have passed between them 
and the Congested Districts Board. It 
would obviously be improper. to disclose 
information so obtained. 


IRISH POOR LAW. OFFICERS’ 
SALARIES. 

Mr. HAMMOND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland from what source has been paid 
to the local Poor Law Boards of Lreland 
the Government allowance on account of 
the payment of the salaries of medical 
officers of workhouses and dispensaries 
for the quarter ending 31st March, 1898. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. GW. 
BALFOUR): Recoupment in respect of the 
salaries mentioned in the question for 
the period ended 31st March, 1898, was 
made out of moneys voted by Parliament. 
IRISH) JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS 
RELIGIOUS DISABILITIES. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state if the right 
hon. the Lord Chief Justice, Sir Peter 
O’Brien, is qualified to act as a Lord 
Justice for the Government in Ireland ; 
and, if not, whether he can state if it is 
because he is a Roman Catholic. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 


¥vOUR): This question is similar to one 
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put by the hon. Member on the 5th 
instant. I have nothing to add to the 
reply given by me on that occasion. 


IRISH COUNTY COURT PRINTING. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the cost of printing and 
advertisements in connection with the 
assize and county courts and the office of 
the clerk of the Crown and Peace ean be 
charged on the funds of the county 


‘councils in Ireland, having regard to the 


fact that the salaries of the judges and 
officers of such courts are paid from the 
Imperial Exchequer. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
Four): The cost of the printing and 
advertisements mentioned must be paid 
by the county council out of the county 
rates, as was formerly done by the grand 
jury, to whose powers and duties the 
county council have succeeded. 


IRISH LUNATIC ASYLUM RATE IN AID. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received a copy of a resolution adopted 
by the Joint Committee of Management 
of the Waterford District Asylum com- 
plaining of the action of the Treasury in 
charging the whole rate in aid for Irish 
asylums for the year ending 31st Decem- 
ber, 1898, upon the Local Taxation 
Account, thus saddling that fund with 
full liabilities for the entire year 1898, 
during nine months of which year 
scarcely any income accrued to that fund; 
and, if so, what reply has been given to 
that resolution, and what action it is pro- 
posed to take to remedy the state of 
things complained of by the resolution. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
Batrour): This matter is under the 
consideration of the Treasury. 


GRANARD (CO. LONGFORD) ESTATE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
about 100 tenants on the Granard (County 
Longford) Estate have been debarred from 
purchasing their holdings by reason of 
the action of the Land Commission in 
refusing to sanction advances on agree- 
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ments made for sale; whether the 
trustees of Maynooth College are now 
willing to sell to these tenants on fair and 
equitable terms; and whether, as fully 
nine-tenths of this estate has become the 
property of the tenants, he will urge 
the Land Commission to expedite the 
transfer when the new agreements are 
mace. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): The Commissioner before 
whom the applications for advances upon 
the Granard Estate were pending refused 
127 of these applications on the grounds 
of insufficient security, ete. In 111 of 
the cases appeals from the decision of the 
Commissioner were made pursuant to the 
provisions of the 29th Section of the 
Purchase of Land Act, 1891, with the 
result that the applications in 100 of the 
cases were sanctioned and advances 
made. In these cases the sales have 
heen long since completed. The orders 
of the Commissioner in eleven cases 
refusing advances were affirmed. In the 
remaining sixteen cases no appeals were 
taken against the decision of the Com- 
missioner, and no further agreements 
which may have been entered into 
hetween the parties in these cases, or in 
the eleven cases above referred to, have 
as yet been lodged. There is only one 
case under the Land Purchase Acts upon 
this estate at present pending in the 
Land Commission. The Commissioners 
have no information with regard to the 
second paragraph. If new agreements 
are entered into by the parties, and 
lodged with the Land Commission in the 
prescribed manner, they will be dealt with 
as rapidly as is possible. 


(Juestions. 


GUN LICENCES IN ROSCOMMON. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that some persons holding gun_ licences 
who reside in Beechwood, Roscommon, 
have been called upon by the police of 
that district, and presented with a docu- 
ment for signature, the contents of which 
they deelined to disclose ; whether he will 
state what the document contained ; and 
whether this document is required to be 
universally signed by holders of gun 
licences ; and if not, on what principle 
are selections made in Roscommon. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): It having been ascertained 
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‘peace thought there were serious grounds 
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that in several instances persons who 
obtain licences to keep one description of 
firearm are in fact keeping and using 
another, the police at Beechwood, with a 
view to prevent this practice and to check 
the official register of firearms, asked 
some persons in that district to give a 
written description of the weapons in 
their possession. Each person was pre- 
sented with a slip of paper on which was 
written the words, ‘The gun in my posses- 
sion is a--—,” a blank being left for a 
description of the gun to be completed by 
its owner. This is the only foundation 
for the suggestion in the question. 


EXTRA POLICE AT TALLOW. 

Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I heg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland on how many ocea- 
sions during the last nine months extra 
police have been drafted into the town of 
Tallow, county Waterford; how many 
extra police have been employed on each 
occasion ; and what is the total cost of 
such extra police chargeable to the county 
Waterford in respect of that period ; and 
whether, seeing that the town of Tallow 
is in a peaceful and orderly state, will he 
explain what are the circumstances under 
which it was considered necessary to 
detail such extra police, and who made 
the requisition for or directed their em- 
ployment. 


ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLFour): An extra force of police has 
been drafted into Tallow on ten occasions 
during the past nine months, the number 
of additional constables employed on each 
of these occasions varying from ten to 
eighty-three. The total cost of the extra 
force so employed and chargeable to the 
county Waterford will be nearly £4. The 
police were employed for the preservation 
of the public peace on the occasion of 
meetings convened under the auspices of 
the United Irish League, and were re- 
quisitioned by the authorities locally 
responsible for the maintenance of the 
peace. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork): Was there any 
real ground for calling in extra police ? 
Is it seriously contended any breach of 
the public peace was contemplated ¢ 


Mr. ATKINSON : The persons locally 


responsible for the maintenance of the 








1379 First Readings 


for fearing a breach, and the fact that no 
breach occurred was probably due to the 
presence of the police. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): Who is the person responsible ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 


question has been fully answered. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): I beg to ask the’ Vice-President of 
the Department of Agriculture for Ire- 
land whether he yet is in a_ position to 
state what provision is to be made to 
recoup the teachers of national schools in 
Ireland and national education generally 
for the sum of £78,000 handed over to 
the new Board of Agriculture in Ireland 
last year. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
ror IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin 
County, 8.): The necessary provision for 
this purpose will be made in the 
Estimate for Public Education, Treland, 
for the coming financial year. 


THE COMPANY BILL. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he will have any objection to 
the insertion of a clause in the Company 
Bill introduced by the Government, pro- 
hibiting the union of the offiees of 
Minister of the Crown and company 
director. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Do I under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman consents ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I said “ Yes” to the 


hon. Gentleman’s question. 


NEW BILLS. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1878) 
AMENDMENT. 
sill to amend the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1878, so that the period of 
employment on a Saturday shall cease at 
twelve o'clock at noon instead of one 
o'clock, as at present, ordered to be 


brought in by Mr. Harwood and Mr. | 


Kenyon. 


{COMMONS} 
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FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1878) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1878, so that the period of employ- 
ment on a Saturday shall cease at twelve 
o'clock at noon instead of one o’clock, as 
at present,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 80.] 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION, 

Bill to amend the Ancient Monuments 
Protection Acts, ordered to be brought in 
by Lord Balcarres, Sir John Brunner, 
Mr. Carson, Mr. Jebb, Sir John Stirling- 
Maxwell, and Mr. Bryce. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
BILL. 

“To amend the Ancient Monuments 
Protection Acts,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
81.] 


HIGHWAYS AND BRIDGES ACT (1891) 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the provisions of the 
Highways and Bridges Act, 1891, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Jeffreys, Sir John 
Dorington, Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, 
Mr. Hobhouse, Mr. Beaumont, Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Mr. Mount, and Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen. 


HIGHWAYS AND BRIDGES ACT (1891) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the provisions of the High- 
ways and Bridges Act, 1891,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 28th Feb- 
ruary, and to be printed. [Bill 82.} 
FIRST READINGS—THE TEN MINUTE 

RULE--POINT OF PROCEDURE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will you 


allow me, Mr. Speaker, to bring under 


your notice a matter affecting the pro- 
cedure and practice of this House? | 
wish to know if there is any remedy for 
the systematic abuse of the Ten Minute 


‘Rule by the right hon. Gentleman the 


President of the Board of Trade, who 
yesterday-—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If 
the hon. Gentleman rises to ask a ques- 
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tion as to procedure, he must not make a 
speech attacking a Member. | 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Ido not wish | 
to attack anyone, but to describe what 
occurred, It will be in the recollection of 
the House that yesterday afternoon, just 
hefore a very important Ministerial state- 
ment, the President of the Board of 
Trade introduced the Companies Bill 
under the Ten Minute Rule. I submit 
that that Bill is a Bill of first-rate im- 
portance, and one of high complication, 
which should not have been introduced 
under the Ten Minute Rule. — Its intro- 
duction was therefore a breach of faith 
with the House which passed the rule. 
When the resolution on which that rule 
was based was agreed to, the late Mr. 
W.H. Smith, as Leader of the House, 
gave a distinct guarantee that motions 
under the rule should only be introduced 
in certain circumstances, and that they 
should not be made in relation to com- 
plicated Bills, or Bills of first-rate im- 
portance. His words were— 

‘It is not intended by this resolution to 

give the (covernment power to introduce with- 
out explanation any Bill of great public im- 
portance. ” 
It was on the strength of that guarantee 
that the resolution was passed, and [ 
submit that the President of the Board of 
Trade has been guilty of a breach of faith 
in introducing under the rule such a Bill 
as that dealing with public companies. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: I said, in answer to 
the hon. Gentleman yesterday, that the 
Standing Order does not give the Speaker 
any power to decide what Bills may or 
may not be introduced under this rule. 
The Standing Order leaves it to the dis- 
cretion of the Member to decide whether 
the Bill which he desires to introduce 
comes within the rule. Hon. Members 
may, of course, entertain most varying 
opinions as to the degree of importance 
to be attached to any particular Bill. 
With regard to the Companies Bill it is 
absolutely impossible for me to judge 
whether it is a measure of great public 
importance. All I see on the Paper 
with reference to it is that it is “ A Bill 
to Amend the Law relating to Com- 
panies.” I cannot tell from the title 
what the nature of the Bill is, and I 
am therefore unable, nor is it my duty, 
to express any opinion on the point raised 
by the hon. Member. 
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Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: May I ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, who never 
broke a pledge, even to Ireland—— 


Estimates. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot, on a point of order, address a 
question to the Leader of the House. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: May I suggest 

that the degree of importance of the Bill 
is characterised by the fact that it is 
named first in the Queen’s Speech. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1899-1900. 


NUMBER OF LAND ForCcEs. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That a further number of Land Forces, 
not exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be 
maintained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at 
Home and Abroad, during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1900.” 
—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


*CoOLONEL BROOKFIELD — (Sussex, 
Rye): What I principally notice in 
connection with the question now under: 
discussion, is the very satisfactory in- 
crease of interest which the House now 
takes in this particular class of subject. 
Yesterday, even the hon. Member for 
Northampton was heard to admit that it 
might be necessary to keep some troops 
in this country, while the hon. Member 
for Gateshead complained that the 
amount asked for was a mere bagatelle, 
and, in his opinion, not half enough. I 
was also very glad to note that my hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for War, in 
his statement, appreciated the. general 
drift of public opinion, and was fully 
aware of the facts of the present situation. 
Some speakers expressed disapproval, 
because the statement did not contain 
more on the subject of South Africa. 
But my own view is that the complica- 
tions there form only one incident, and 
that the real question which we have to 
deal with is the general improvement of 
With regard 
to the changes that the hon. Gentleman 
forshadowed, very few Members will 
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<leny that they are in the right direction, | 


and I am sure we all wish them 
every success. The main doubt I 
entertain on the matter is whether the 
hon. Gentleman is not a great deal too 
sanguine as to the practical effect of the 
proposals he has made. He was careful 
in the early part of his remarks to disavow 
having any recourse to compulsion, and I 
noticed that this disavowal was received 
with ominous approval by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, and especially by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition. I have observed—it may only be 
a coincidence—that when anything that 
is doomed to ultimate failure, and 
deserves such a fate, is referred to in 
connection with the War Office, the right 
hon. Gentleman invariably gets up and 
gives his blessing to it. He has been 
described as a ‘Tory in the worst sense of 
the term, and I think that the word 
accurately expresses his attitude on all 
questions of Army reform. In disavowing 
any recourse to compulsion my hon. 
friend adumbrated a very large increase 
in both the Regular Army and_ the 
Auxiliary forces. Although [am one of 
those who would much rather not have 
compulsory service, | must say [ do not 
think that Ministers should go out of 
their way to encourage the idea that it is 
impossible. Nothing could be more 
creditable to this country than to supply 
the immense number of men now. re- 
quired without compulsion. But there are 
«ireumstances which may account for my 
hon. friend feeling rather too sanguine. 
To begin with, it is amply demonstrated 
that the present waris a very popular 
one with the masses of the country, who 
are offering their sympathy in a practical 
form by going out to take their share in 
the fighting. But we might at any time 
he confronted with a war exceedingly 
unpopular ; and in such a case [ think we 
should, in trusting to the voluntary 
system, find ourselves leaning on a broken 
reed. My hon, friend called his general 
proposals a “scheme of invitation,” and 
obviously that implied that his proposals 
might either be accepted or rejected. My 
earnest hope is that they may he accepted 
and that the country may respond to his 
invitation, but [ venture to repeat my 
wish that he had not appeared to commit 
himself against the possibility of having 
recourse to some form of compulsion. 
There are some Members of this House 
who like the compulsory — system of 


{COMMONS} 





Estimates. 1384 


military service for the sake of the thing 
itself, but personally I do not think we 
should regard either the voluntary or the 
compulsory system otherwise than as a 
means to an end, that end being the 
efficiency and mobility of our — forces. 
With regard to the more important 
general proposals of the Government, 
I usually associate myself with my hon. 
friend the Member for West Belfast, and 
his opinions. But I fear that his experience 
in this House has rather tended to make 
him a little hypercritical and sometimes 
unfair with regard to propositions that 
come from the Government. 1 certainly 
do consider it unfair for him to exercise 
his satire at the expense of the 109,000 
men who have been referred to as being 
at home. Of course we all know that 
they are largely composed of young and 
immature soldiers. But everything must 
have a beginning, and we cannot expect 
that men under twenty years of age shall 
be as fit for foreign service as older men. 
I believe that if my hon. friend could see 
these men dressed as blue-jackets he would 
say that they were, on the whole, a very 
useful body. With regard to the proposals 
relating to our Auxiliary forces | think 
the whole country will be disposed to 
congratulate my hon. friend and the 
Government on having at length decided 
to give some official countenance to the 
Militia~ that much-neglected but useful 
military body, which, in season and out 
of season, has borne the heat and burden 
of the day for many years past, and has 
always been found willing to do what is 
required of it in an unostentatious and 
unadvertising way. The increase of pay 
and the provision of transport for the 
Militia must be admitted to be sub- 
stantial improvements, hut when my hon. 
friend goes on to propose a_ training 
of not less than three months every 
year, I am again inclined to say that he 
is showing rather too sanguine a tempera- 
ment. I think that the class of Militia- 
men who can tind time to go out for 
three months in the vear might just as 
well join Line battalions at onee and 
become Regular soldiers. Probably that 
is the intention. But the old-fashioned 


Militiaman will, I think, find it very diffi- 
cult to go out for three months ; while as 
to the officers, the difficulty will be still 
more formidable. Of late years the Officers 
of the Militia have very largely ceased to 
be drawn from the ranks of the country 
gentlemen. 


They are to an increasing 
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extent recruited from professional men 
and men of business, stockbrokers, &c., 
who go into the force not exactly ina 
spirit of leisurely patriotism, but rather 
with the idea of getting a short holiday, 
and at the same time of gaining some 
acquaintance with the profession of arms. 
My hon. friend expressed a hope that the 
country gentlemen would help him with 
respect to the officering of the foree. I 
live most of the year among country 
gentlemen, and my opinion of them as 
regards the patriotic duties they are 
ready to perform is a rather low one. In 
many parts of the country, no doubt, 
they are behaving very well under the 
excitement of the present crisis, and are 
joining Yeomanry corps, and so on, but I 
fear that for the ordinary uninteresting 
military work of peaceful times we may 
appeal to them in vain. The idle young 
men who have least to do always complain 
that they are most busy, and it is impossible 
to obtain their services. The Government 
may be quite right politically in banish- 
ing the idea of applying compulsion to 
the working classes, but if they could 
only apply a little of it to the classes from 
whom the officers are recruited I believe 
no complaint would be heard, and that it 
would be for the good of the social com- 
munity at large, and especially of the 
young men principally concerned. — It 
would make them do their duty when 
they fail to do it of their own accord. As 
regards the Volunteers, I could have 
wished that some systematic attempt had 
heen made to deal with the question of 
field artillery. It is, I admit, a very 
difficult question, and there is much to be 
said on both sides of it, but I hold the 
opinion that it would not have been im- 
possible to provide the Volunteers with 
field artillery by borrowing a little from 
the Continental system, and giving them 
the assistance of Regular soldiers in the 
most difficult part of their duty—that is, 
driving. But as the Government have 
announced the very substantial addition 
of thirty-six field batteries and seven 
hatteries of horse artillery to the Regular 
Army, I do not think we should make 
any further complaint on the subject of 
artillery in the immediate present. With 
regard to the Infantry Volunteers, I am 
sure that many of the proposals will 
be hailed with great satisfaction by 
commanding officers of battalions. They 
will be extremely pleased with the per- 
mission to recruit to a higher limit. I 
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do not, however, quite understand whether 
that means recruiting in their existing 
stations, or whether it means that they 
may go further afield, which would 
involve the appointment of additional 
instructors and the coming to Parliament 
for more money. Whether it will have 
the effect of popularising the Volunteers 
at the expense of the Militia, too, is a 
matter for the Government rather than 
for Volunteer officers to consider. Un- 
doubtedly the Volunteers now absorb « 
large number of men who, from an 
abstract point of view, ought to be serving 
in the Militia. I do not think that the 
latter force attracts a sufficient number of 
the lower middle class, whom it would be 
very desirable to draw to the colours, and 
the only plan I have ever heard proposed 
to secure the desirable end of grouping 
our possible soldiers in their proper places 
is that of creating double battalion regi- 
ments composed of men of a particular 
class. The sanction for Volunteers to 
train for one month a year instead of a 
week I hail personally with the greatest 
satisfaction. I think it is an admir- 
able boon, but I fear that many of my 
friends will find it extremely difficult 
to carry it out. What is easy for one 
Volunteer corps is very difficult for 
another, and what suits a man recruited 
in a city would not do for a man living in 
a rural district in Scotland. I should 
have thought that a little elasticity might 
have been provided under the manage- 
ment of the general officers, so that 
different localities—so long as they did 
not spend more money than they were 
entitled to—might settle matters as they 
pleased. I was glad to hear my hon. 
friend, in speaking of these concessions, 
state that they are to be accompanied by 
stringent conditions. I am anxious to 
hear what those conditions will be, for I 
have too often found that they only have 
reference to some detail as to shooting 
qualifications, and I think that Volun- 
teers have long outstepped that period 
of their existence. I miss now, as I have 
done in many previous Army statements 
in this House, any reference to discipline. 
The Volunteer force is still suffered to 
remain very much, in many substantial 
respects, in the same state with  re- 
gard to discipline as when it was 
first established in the evil days of 
1859. [An Hon. MEMBER: No, no!] 
I say it is so, in spite of itself, 
and that the authorities have not 
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levelled it up or made it advance with 
the times as regards discipline. Let me 
refer hon. Members to the extraordinary 
regulation which prescribes that meetings 
of all ranks of a corps shall be held 
meetings at which a proposition may be 
mule by a private, seconded by a ser- 
geant, and opposed by the commanding 
otticer. Of course, there are ways 
and means of getting out of this 
ridiculous regulation, but I see no 
reason why it should not be expunged. 
At present it only constitutes a stand- 
ing subject of ridicule from Regulars 
and = Militia. These meetings are 
thoroughly pernicious, and I speak 
with some experience on the subject. 
While in some quarters there is a desire 
to stereotype these absurdities in the 
Volunteer service, the Volunteers them- 
selves resent them more perhaps than 
anyone else. Again, 1 think it will be 
necessary before long for the authorities 
to draw up some precise regulation as to 
volunteering for active service. I think 
it would save a great deal of trouble if a 
register were kept of the men willing to 
act as regular soldiers in case of emer- 
gency, instead of onlyasking for volunteers 
when an unexpected emergency arises. 
Almost the most substantial concession 
contained in the very encouraging an- 
nouncement in regard to the Volunteers 
is the intention of occasionally presenting 
them with a commission in the Regular 
Army. That is a privilege which should 
have been conceded long ago. I cannot 
help thinking that the present moment 
or during the progress of the present war 
would be a favourable one for reviving 
nmong the Volunteers the practice which 
at one time prevailed with regard to the 
Militia, under which any officer bring- 
ing in a hundred men to join the Regular 
Army was rewarded with a commission. 
Many officers would have done this in the 
present emergency, and I think some of 
the results would have been more satis- 
factory than under the present system, 
and that a new means would have 
been found to assist recruiting. I think 
we ought to regard with extreme satis- 
faction the manner in which our Volun- 
teers have come forward to join. their 
territorial regiments, and those who find 
fault with the territorial system ought to 
recognise that this is one of its advan- 
tages, that it forms a closer union between 
the Regular and the Auxiliary battalions. 
Nothing was said in my hon. friend’s 
Colonel Brookfield, 
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' statement with regard to the War Office, 


which leads to the suspicion that it is 
going on like the old four-wheeled cabs in 
London, for another quarter of a century. 
The hon. Gentleman has disarmed a good 
deal of criticism by the tactful way in 
which he has made his statement, and by 
the remarkable gift he has exhibited of 
showing between the lines of what he 
says what he would also personally like 
to say. I regard his proposals for home 
defence, making due allowance for what is 
too sanguine, as the most important and 
most satisfactory that have been made 
for many years past—probably during 
the present generation—and I wish them 
every success. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I do not want to discourage or 
depreciate the merits of the statement 
which the hon. Gentleman made last night, 
which I admire ; but [ think it has been 
received in the House with an almost 
universal sense of disappointment. That 
expression of disappointment has been as 
strong on the other side of the House as 
on this, and if we have been disappointed, 
what must be the disappointment of those 
outside, who called upon the Opposition 
to abrogate its principal functions because, 
forsooth, while we were debating the 
Address we were supposed to be standing 
in the way of something that was to be 
proceeded with on the part of the War 
Oftice? We have been subjected to that 
sort of criticism by persons—or at all 
events by one person, who appears to 
have transgressed and broken the rules of 
the high public office now vested in him. 
I certainly did not expect to hear such a 
statement as [ have listened to to-night. 
We expected some detailed account of 
what the Government were going to doii 
the prosecution of the war which is now 
in progress. We have had instead a 
statement which dealt with the projected 
reforms, or rather with a permanent in- 
crease in our military system, and the 
Estimates which have been submitted to 
us, like the statement’ of the hon. 
Gentleman, are divided between the 
provision for the war which — is 
now going on—as to which no 
objection comes from me—and the _pro- 
vision made for this permanent increase 
of our military forces. But whilst 
£13,000,000 of this Estimate are to be 
devoted to the war, the greater part of 
the hon. Gentleman’s speech was devoted 
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to the provision which is to be made for 


the permanent increase of the military 
forces. In the few observations which I 
propose to submit to the Committee I 
wish to address myself first of all to that 
part of the subject which deals with the 
South African question. Whatever my 
feelings may be about the war, I do not 
propose to object to a single farthing of 
the money which is now being asked for 
for the purposes of the war, and there are 
only two questions which I desire to 
submit to the hon. Gentleman, who will 
no doubt give us the information I desire 
before the debate closes. First of all | 
think we ought to have a complete state- 
ment as to the extent to which the Army 
has, during the progress of this war, been 


obliged to borrow guns from the Navy. 


We know that some thirty-eight guns 
have been borrowed from the Navy up to 


a certain date, and the process has been 


going on. There is also another minor 
I understand that the search- 
lights, which have been so useful on many 
critical occasions in South Africa, have 
heen borrowed from the Navy. I think 
the hon. Gentleman would do well to tell 
us to what extent that has taken place, 


and how it comes about that an army 


engaged in such a war had to borrow 
searchlights even frem the Navy. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY oF STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WyNnpbuAm, Dover): I 
am not aware of it. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
searchlights used by the Army have been 
horrowed from the Navy, and that cer- 
tainly requires explanation. I will finish 
by asking how is the borrowing of guns and 
of searchlights to be made good to the 
naval service? They must be replaced, 
I imagine; and I should like to know 
whether the borrowed guns are to be : 
Navy charge or an Army charge? In con- 
nection with the progress of the war I 
should like to know the status of the 
colonial troops who have been engaged. 
I take it that while these troops have been 
to some extent equipped by the colonies, 
their pay is to be a charge upen us, and 
forms part of the £13,000,000 now being 
asked for. I understand also that the 
colonial troops are to be paid at the same 
rate as the Imperial troops. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): They are paid by the 
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as by the Imperial 
Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The understanding 
with the Canadian and Australian authori- 
ties is that we should give the men arms 
and ammunition, pay them [mperial rates, 
and take them home. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : What 
I am driving at is the alleged inequality of 
remuneration—-I don’t care from what 
source-—between the Colonial troops and 
the Imperial troops. According to my 
right hon. friend they are getting paid 
from two sources, as compared with our 
own troops, who are only getting our own 
pay. That, no doubt, will be explained. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is for the 
Governments of self-governing colonies to 
give the men what they please. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I do 
not know that it is a satisfactory service 
to have two sets of soldiers belonging to 
the same rank, and one of them getting a 
different rate of pay to the other. | 
should like to say a word or two about 
the permanent provision which is being 
made in this Estimate for the increase in 
the Army. I object altogether to the 
manner in which the proposal for that 
increase has been submitted to the House. 
How has it been submitted? We have 
had a vast new scheme involving a large 
permanent addition to our forces laid 
before us in a Supplementary Estimate, a 
large proportion of which deals with ex- 
penditure for the war. I have protested 
more than once in this House against this 
way of abusing Supplementary Estimates. 
A year and a half ago the First Lord of 
the Admiralty came down to this House 
with a proposal for the increase of the 
Fleet without a Supplementary Estimate 
at all, and he obtained Parliamentary 
sanction for a large increase in the ship- 
building programme of the year. I think 
that was bad enough, but I regard the 
mode of procedure now adopted as, if any- 
thing, worse. [do not think that it is a 
proper use of Supplementary Estimates 
to use them for the purpose of launching 
a vast new permanent scheme of military 
defence, and at the risk of making my- 
self wearisome to some of my hearers, I 
will venture to repeat once more a sen- 
tence which, two years ago, I quoted from 
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a speech made by Mr. Gladstone, in which | 
he said— 

‘To render Parliamentary control effectual 
it was necessary that the House of Commons 
should have the money transactions of the year 
presented to it in one mass and in one account. 
If Supplementary Estimates were easily re- 
sorted to, the House would be pledged, in self- 
defence, to appoint a permanent Finance 
Committee.” 


I] am not betraying any secret when 
1 say that that sentence is the golden 
rule of all Administrations, and I doubt 
if any man has ever held office in a 
spending department who has not been 
made acquainted with the rule. I think 
it was broken in spirit a year and a half 
ago by the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
and | think it is now being broken in 
spirit by the War Office when we are asked 
to sanction, in such a debate as this, a 
large Supplementary Estimate like this, 
making the great permanent addition to 
the Army which they are now seeking. 
It is impossible that this House can sanc- 
tion these proposals in the manner they 
are now submitted to us, and for my part, 
I reserve all rights of criticism, and even 
of opposition and objection, if that should 
seem necessary. Usually, if this House 
once sanctions a Vote, that sanction is 
taken at something like the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill, which carries with it the 
approval of the House, but a proposal like 
this cannot do that. I have no objection 
whatever to this Vote if the hon. Gentle- 
man, on behalf of the Government, will 
undertake to treat this £420,000 merely 
as a text from which he was able to 
preach his sermon last night, and not as 
something done with Parliamentary sane- 

tion, which would justify the Government 
in proceeding to execute a large scheme in- 
volving a permanent increase in the Army. 

I quite understand that the Committee 
was impatient to hear the military pro 

posals of the Government, and that a 
certain sum should be put down to make 

the statement intelligible ; but if any more 
serious significance is to be attributed by 
the Government to the amount, I for one | 
will not be bound by it without fuller 
information, and I will reserve all rights 
of criticism, objection, and opposition. 
As I have said, | am not called upon now 
to enter into the merits of the scheme 
which has been submitted to us. A per- 
manent increase of the military forces of. 
the country ought to be justified by some 
permanent change in the condition of the 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 





Estimates. 1392: 


country. [ask any hon. Member whether: 


/any case whatever was made out by the 


Under Secretary for War or those who. 
supported him for any permanent addi- 
tion to the military forces of this country. 
I submit there was none, and I do not 
think the hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Estimate professed to set up any 
change in our condition such as would 
necessitate a permanent addition to our 
forces. There is also another objection. 
I agree with the hon. and gallant Member 


for Great Yarmouth in the criticism he: 


passed last night on these proposals. The 
point is one which has often been taken, 
and I believe it is perfectly sound. It is 
that we should not enter upon the con- 
sideration of the defence of _ this 
country without considering all through 
both the naval and military position. 
I will not enlarge on the hon. Admiral’s 
views or on the merits of the “blue 
water” school of politicians. I am satis- 
fied of the soundness of the principle laid 
down, which I believe Members on both 
sides will endorse, that it is waste of time 
and futile to ask this Committee to con- 
sider military proposals without consider- 
ing also the naval position. Until I 
know where the Navy is to be put in the 
jointscheme of defence— because it must be 
a joint scheme—-I cannot offer any support 
to these proposals. You propose a great 
increase in the forces of this country,. 
and you have indicated certain changes in 
detail, but I venture to say you have 
overlooked the one thing which at this 
moment is giving the country concern. 
There was not a whisper of real Army 
reform in the speech of the Under Secre- 
tary for War. What the country wants 
is not merely that the number of. men and 
the amount of money should be increased, 
but that the whole Army from top to: 
bottom should be subjected to a radical 
reorganisation. If I may presume to 
speak for the country—and it is a very 
ditticult thing to speak for it nowadays—-I 
think it wants to be assured that our 
Army, whether large or small, is a business 
army and a scientific army. 


*COLONEL BLUNDELL 
Ince) : So it is. 


(Lancashire, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
hon, and gallant Gentleman says it is; 
but many people who certainly have not 
his experience believe it is neither a 
business army. nor a. scientific army. 
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What we want is an assurance that the 
Army shall be reorganised from that 
point of view. I will take one example. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman who just 
now objected to my statement will not 
deny that the public are not satisfied that 
we get the best class of man for the 
rank and file in the Army. My own 
belief is that the first reform should be 
to increase the pay of all ranks. Until 
you increase the pay of the private you 
will not get the best men to enlist. I 
believe also that we should open up a 
larger field for the admission of educated 
private soldiers to commissions. I am 
quite sure that is the popular opinion—at 
all events I would approve of such a 
change ; but I believe that the misgiving 
in the public mind refers even more to 
the class of officers than it does to the 
class of privates. In my opinion, the 
financial question, as in most public 
matters, is at the bottom of this 
matter. I believe the Army is too 
cheap —although that may seem a 
paradox. I believe you do not pay any 
rank at a sufficiently high rate of re- 
muneration, and that you bar out the 
great majority of your countrymen by 
the enormous expense with which you 
saddle a military career. That, I am 
certain, is a point which must have 
consideration when the Army comes 
to be reorganised. I have _ here 
a paper written by a_ well-known 
military expert, not a military man, 
I mean Mr. Charles Williams, who 
discusses the war every morning i» the 
columns of the Morning Leader. He 
makes the following statement, which I 
cannot vouch for, but which I accept on 
his authority. Speaking of a young 
officer he says— 
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“His military and mufti outfit would be 
cheap at £200, and it would be indispensable 
to provide an annual allowance for at least ten 
years, or until the rank of captain is attained. 
Taking one considera‘ion with another, the 
average young officer by the time he becomes 
captain has co-t his relatives not far from 
£3,000, and in many cases much more.” 


lf you hardicap your Army in that way 
you cannot get the selection you other- 
wise would. Why should not every able- 
bodied and able-minded young man, no 
matter what his rank, have access toa 
career which is to many the most desirable 
of all?) You are barring out by the vile 
and ignoble structure of money you 
are raising between them and the Army 
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men who possibly would make your best 
generals. My idea of the British Army 
is an army in which every young man 
physically, mentally, and otherwise fitted 
for military service should be encouraged 
to enter, and that from the earliest 
moment he should be able to support 
himself and not be obliged to depend on 
subsidies. I should insist further that 
every kind of expensive amusement 
which by custom is now made _ obliga- 
tory in the rank of officer should be 
stamped out with a stern hand. (Laughter. | 
I hope hon. Gentlemen who object to the 
metaphor will not object to the substance 
of what I say. I do not object to the 
amusements themselves, but to the exclu- 
sive effect which they have on candidates 
who might otherwise enter the Army. | 
believe that the country is not satisfied 
that we are dealing fairly with the Army, 
that we are not going the proper way to 
get the best men, and that if we get the 
best men a proper career is not open to 
them. These are some of the many 
points which the Committee should con- 
sider before any permanent increase in the 
military system of thecountry is sanctioned. 
I will only say, in conclusion, that while 
we do not object to the amount of money 
asked for, we do insist on holding open 
for consideration the question of the 
permanent increase of the Army. We 
shall give freely all you want for the 
prosecution of the war, but you should 
wait until your Army Estimates are 
ready before asking for an increase in 
the military establishment. The Navy 
Estimates are ready and placed on the 
Table of the House, and the Army Esti- 
mates ought to have been in the same 
forward state. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [am sorry to inter- 
vene, but so many questions have been 
put and so many arguments addressed to 
me that I feel unless I rise every now and 
again [ shall never he able to reply to 
them all. The hon. Member who has just 
sat down asked me as to our borrowings 
from the Navy. We have borrowed 
35 guns and 1,100 men. This mis- 
demeanour, if such it be, was covered by 
the general explanation I gave the other 
day. The borrowings will be made good 
by the simplest possible method of all, by 
handing back the same number of similar 
articles to the Navy. We have been 
doing that already. We are purchasing 
a number of guns now and transferring 
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them to the Navy. As to the pay of the 
colonial troops, I do not think this is 
the moment for entering into considera- 
tions of that kind. Things are going 
very well. Nobody watches them with 
a more loving eye, if I may venture to 
say so, than myself; but we do feel that 
the success we have gained has _ been 
largely due to the fact that we have not 
fussed over the offers the colonies have 
made to us, but have met them in that 
spirit of the warmest acceptance which 
they deserve. We have not been urging 
our own suggestions and views upon the 
colonies ; we wished to hear from them 
in the first instance. It may be that the 
colonial troops who have fought side by 
side with the men from home may like 
in the future to claim, if not some active 
share in the work of our Army, still some 
recognised right to share in that work in 
times of Imperial danger. I hope that 
may be so; but to discuss at this moment 
the different rates of pay that prevail in 
this or that part of Her Majesty’s 
dominions would not conduce to, but 
rather retard that consummation. An hon. 
Member has taken us to task upon the 
ground of financial purity because we 
have proceeded by Supplementary Esti- 
mates ; but we have an absolutely clean 
sheet this time. This is a genuine Sup- 
plementary Estimate. These are new 
charges, and all the money has been spent. 
if we had waited for the permission of the 
House before taking the steps which we 
have done we should have received the 
condemnation of the country, and we be- 
lieve we shall get the sanction of the Com- 
mittee for the steps which we have taken. 
The hon. Gentleman said a good deal with 
which I cordially agree. I do not think, to 
pass to another point, that we ought to pro- 
ceed to drastic measures in order to put 
something in the pockets of officers in the 
Army, or that it is necessary to trample 
anything down with our hands, or te 
stamp it down with our feet, or whatever 
the treatment may be which commends 
itself to the hon. Member, but I do think 
some effort should be made not to close 
the door of our Army, and certainly not 
the door of our cavalry to every man who 
does not enjoy an income of £150 a year 
in the one case and £500 in the other. In 
view of this crisis it is nothing less than 
a scandal and a danger to the Empire that 
we cannot get young men into the cavalry 
unless their fathers or their friends are 
able to give them incomes to enable them 
Mr. Wyndham, 
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to live. I may tell the Committee that 
we have been working at that problem. 
An important committee sat during 
last winter, presided over by General 
French, who is gathering fresh laurels 
every day in South Africa. That 
Committee has dealt in great detail 
with this very subject, which is one of 
the greatest public importance. I was 
glad that the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for Rye hailed with satis- 
faction our proposals for giving Volunteer 
regiments facilities for training during 
one month, but he went on to say that 
the proposals ought to be more elastic. 
That criticism is due to some misappre 
hension. We offer facilities; we do not 
exact services from the Volunteers, and I 
tried to make it clear that we should con- 
sult the peculiar conditions of the several 
corps in the matter. We wish in all 
these matters to work in consultation and 
co-operation with hon. Members, like the 
hon. and gallant Member for Rye, who 
are well qualified to speak for that force. 
I may say that what I stated as regards 
the Volunteers holds good in respect of 
the Yeomanry. I have been asked 
several questions about the Yeomanry. 
I happen to know that a number of 
Yeomanry commanding officers are to 
hold a meeting next Friday. I have seen 
some of them, and we have invited the 
fullest expression of their opinion both as 
regards the Volunteers and the Yeomanry. 
I have to say that the proposal that they 
should encamp for one month is only fixed 
on our part as a desirable thing for this 
year. It isan emergency proposal, though 
we think a very necessary one, but it is 
one of those measures which [ venture to 
call instructive experiments. If it turns 
out that such a_ period of training 
is not only useful to the force but also 
appreciated by it, then that would be one 
of the very best reasons why it might 
with advantage be continued in the years 
to come, though, perhaps, on a modified 
and reduced scale. I shall now go on as 
briefly as I can to the many questions 
addressed to me yesterday. I could not 
complete my reply last night to all the 
points then raised, and was obliged to 
bivouae on the field of battle. ‘Taking 
up the thread of the debate last night, 
[ have a personal correction to make of a 
statement I made in reply to the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. I said we had borrowed eight 
battalions from India for the war. That 
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was the number we borrowed not only 
from India but from the Mediterranean ; 
we only borrowed four from India. With 
regard to the question asked by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, whether we 
are going to overhaul the armaments and 
ammunition of our forts in this country, 
I have to say that we are, but I purposely 
left that out in my speech last night, 
hecause we propose to lay our scheme 
before Parliament later in the session. 
Regret has been expressed that we have 
not attempted to form an army corps of 
Auxiliary forces. It is under considera- 
tion at this moment whether that is or 
is not a practical proposal, and therefore | 
should not be justified in discussing it 
this afternoon. The right hon. the 
Member for Ilkeston asked whether we 
are making any addition to the Royal 
Army Service Corps. Yes, Sir, we are, 
We are offering instead of 30 commissions 
10) commissions, and we are estimating 
for an increase of 250 non-commissioned 
officers and men. I am_ asked for 
further particulars as to the terms that 
will be given to the Yeomanry, more 
especially in the matter of horses. 
That is one of the questions which 
will be carefully, and I hope liberally, 
considered in consultation with the Yeo- 
manry commanding officers. We came to 
aun arrangement satisfactory to both 
parties in respect of the mounted infantry 
which have been sent to South Africa. 
That being so, we hope we shall not fail 
to solve what, after all, is a much easier 
problem. We are now considering very 
carefully all the provisions for giving 
bounties to the Militia. We have not 
yet arrived at a definite conclusion, but 
the trend of our opinion is that the 
bounties and the conditions are too 
various and complicated; that it is an 
anomaly, and not wise, to have one man 
getting £3 10s., another £2, and a third 
£1. In any case, we shall not offer for 
three, four, or five months work a sum 
considered adequate for one month. The 
hon. Member for South-East Essex made a 
statement in respect of the guns to which 
I must take exception. He told us that our 
guns could only fire five rounds a minute, 
whereas the guns of foreign armies fired 
ten and fifteen rounds. Well, that is not 
so. In this matter aimed rounds are the 
only rounds that count. For the German 
guns only five rounds a minute are 
claimed. With our present guns we can 


fire almost five rounds a minute ; but the 
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new guns which we have ordered with 
certain improvements, which make them 
practically quick-firing guns, will fire eight 
aimed rounds a minute. We have ordered 
guns of that type for the forty-three 
batteries, and the only reason why we do 
not order more is that we wish to 
profit by the reports which we shall 
receive from South Africa before 
plunging into a re-arming programme. 
[t is quite clear that when the bulk of the 
artillery has been engaged in a long war 
you are approaching near to the time of 
re-armament, and we must profit by the 
experience of the war. If we find that 
we can better those guns which fire eight 
rounds a minute, they will be a sort of 
transitional weapon, and they will be 


given to the Auxiliary forces when 
the Regular forces are armed with 


weapons of greater value, and I think the 
Auxilliary forces will be very glad to 
hear that at any rate they will differ 
materially from those now in use. The 
hon. Member for Northampton asked me 
whether we proposed to raise Volunteers 
in Ireland. No, it is not our intention. 
He also asked me what the scheme would 
cost, and several hon. Members have 
asked for greater detail in respect of the 
money portion of this Estimate. I tried 
to show that it was not an easy question 
to answer. Part of this programme is 
permanent in every sense of the word ; 
part of it is permanent, but subject to 
contraction in certain contingencies. The 
fifteen battalions are permanent. Although 
the men have been voted, money has not 
been taken for them in previous Esti- 
mates ; and therefore in respect of money 
we must regard the fifteen battalions as 
an increase of the Line involving a per- 
manent increase of £750,000. We want 
depots, which will cost £35,000, so that 
the permanent up-keep may be put at 
£785,000. There will be a_ capital 
charge for barracks, which I would put 
at £1,500,000. Then there are what | 
may call semi-permanent provisions- 

namely, the batteries. When, as now, 
you have two army corps abroad, and 
these added batteries for two additional 
army corps are in full blast, the full 
charge of their up-keep will be on the 
Estimates. Taking seven batteries of 
Horse Artillery at £15,000 and thirty- 
six batteries of Field at £12,000, there 
will be an annual charge of £535,000. 
But it is impossible for me to say what 
the annual charge would be when you 








1399 Ariny (Supplementary) 


{COMMONS} 





1400 


Estimates. 


had reduced these batteries, because that | ment is, while training these men _ to 


is a question of policy which cannot be 
debated on this Supplementary Estimate. 
We can hear what hon. Members have to 
say to that when we come to the Army 
Estimates of this year and the year in 
which it is proposed to reduce these bat- 
teries in consequence of the artillery 
having returned from South Africa. An 
hon. Member wanted to know how the 
120,000 men were made up. He is aware 
that such a number really has no relation 
to the forces in the field. They are made 
up in this way. Gross excess on original 
estimate, and also further demands made 
that will give us in respect of the Army 
Reserve recalled to the colours 55,000 
men ; in respect of the Colonial forces we 
are asking for 26,000 more than the 9,000 


originally asked for; Yeomanry and 
Volunteers, 20,000; European troops 


moved from India, 2,500, in addition to 
the original 6,000 ; native Indian troops 
moved to garrison at Mauritius, 3,500 ; 
and an estimated further gain by re- 
sruiting up to 31st March, 15,000. If 
you add this to what was done in October 
you get the gross excess over the original 
estimate of 155,000 men. We have asked 


for sanction for men borrowed from 
India for any purpose, and every 
colonial soldier in receipt of Imperia! 


pay. The speech of my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for the Wellington 
Division of Somerset was a_ very 
able and interesting speech ; but I failed 
to make my meaning clear to him. He 
took exception to the fact that there are 
now 109,000 Regulars in this country, 
and he went on to say that I had con- 
nected them in some direct manner with 
the field army of three army corps and 
three cavalry brigades. If I left that im- 
pression on his mind [ bungled my job 
yesterday. [thought I had made it clear. 
I tried to do so. | explicitly stated in the 
beginning of my remarks that | was only 
putting before the Committee the raw 
material in mere numbers we had at our 
disposal, and I tried to make it clear what 
were the methods of organisation to 
which we have recourse in order to get a 
mobile army out of that mass of raw 
material. We have in February 109,000 
Regulars, and we expect to get 30,000 
more. We have 28,000 Auxiliaries, and 
we expect to get 50,000 more, the total 
of Regulars and Auxiliaries at the end of 
the year being 517,500. As far as 
organisation goes the plan of the Govern- 


Mr. Wyndham. 


' greater efficiency, to make out of that 


number a field army of three army corps 
and three cavalry brigades of 340,000 
men. It may be asked, “ Why do you 
make these proposals for home defence 
instead of submitting proposals for the 
reinforcement of India and South Africa?” 
As this field army is formed it is available, 
and the quickest way of doing that work 
is to set our hands to the task of collect- 
ing the units, placing them in the 
barracks, and giving facilities for proper 
training. The hon. and gallant Member 
said the best thing in the debate last 
night. He described our scheme as being 
one of “invitation and imagination.” — It 
is very witty, and [ will admit that it is 
perfectly true. But I waited to hear his 
alternative ; and I do not know on what 
better method you can proceed. If you 
set compulsion on one side you must turn 
to some method of encouragement. It is 
a scheme of invitation. We do invite, 
and I hope we invite cordially. It is a 
scheme of imagination, because we suggest 
as an exercise of the imagination that 
it is a scheme about which we all ought 
to think a great deal, but, perhaps, 
talk as little as possible. It has been 
said, also, that I had been guilty of heresy 
in respect of the Navy. We are hardly 
allowed to manage military forces for 
home defence without being accused of 
forgetting the existence and the import- 
ance of the Fleet for the protection of the 
country—-the policy of the “ blue-water 
school.” I belong to that school. I do 
not regard the military force as being 


important to anything like the same 
degree as the Navy in this matter. I am 


ready to whittle down with the best 
whittlers. I will put it as low as this. 
I do not look upon this as a defence 
against attack. I regard it as an insurance 
against the fear which might spring from 
athreat. That is putting it lo enough. 
All the same, we ought to have that 
insurance. I think that if the Fleet were 
sent away, and we had no_ military 
system of defence, you might have a panic 
which might turn out a strong Govern- 
ment or force the hands of a_ weak 
Government ; and this might be courting 
an Imperial disaster. 


* ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne): 
There is no doubt that the war has 
brought out grave shortcomings in our 
military system. I care very little for 
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these reforms so long as. we get the sub- | 


stance for the Navy and Army. An hon. 
Member who spoke just now seemed to 
condemn the military department because 
it had been compelled to borrow from the 
Navy guns, men, and search-lights. There 
is no room, I say, for such criticism as 
that. The whole of the service on South 
African stations are proud to be of service 
in this war. It is quite true that the 
Navy lent heavy guns, and it is quite 
true that a clever officer, Captain Percy 
Scott, designed the carriage for them, but 
there is nothing in that. It is our duty 
to render assistance, and when Sir George 
White applied for our assistance he got 
it. Lunderstand the Admiralty have sent 
more guns out to replace those which 
were lent to the Army, so that where 
the War Office has to repay I fail to see. 
[am not prepared to support the hon. 
Member for Dundee in his view of this 
military programme, and that this is not 
the proper time for proposing a vote of 
this nature. The hon. Member seems to 
cast aside the fact that we are at war, 
and to suggest that we should wait with 
dignity until the Estimates come on in 
their regular course before we embark on 
any scheme of this kind. But I would 
remind the hon. Gentleman that time is 
the essence of the whole business. If 
there have been shortcomings on the 
part of the Cabinet, the Ministers con- 
cerned have been candid enough to 
acknowledge them. They have confessed 
their faults. But the faults do not, in 
my opinion, lie with the War Office, but 
with past Parliaments and past Govern- 
ments. I will prove my words. The 
Navy was in the same condition in 1885, 
probably ina worse condition than the 
Army is now. And why was that ? 
Because the Government, like Govern- 
ments before and since, were too anxious to 
square their budgets with popular feeling, 
irrespective of the needs of the services. 
Two years ago there was a reduction 
in the duty on tobacco’ which 
meant £1,250,000. Had that £1,250,00u 
been preserved and handed over to the 
War Office we should not have been in the 
plight we are in now. We should not be 


asked for £750,000 for new battalions | 


and £530,000 for new artillery. The 
tobacco tax would have met the whole of 
the expenditure. Nobody asked that it 
should be taken off. I was entirely 
opposed to it. Public opinion did not 
demand it ; but the nation does demand | 
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that our naval and military efficiency 
shall be maintained. You cannot have 
your cake and eat it. Now you are called 
upon to spen 1 money like water ; whereas 
if you had pursued a sound policy and the 
Government had had the courage of its 
convictions we should not have been in 
the hole we are in now. _ I have listened 
with great attention to the able statement 
put forward by the Under Secretary of 
State for War. He referred to the “ blue 
water school,” but whatever he may say 
about us he must admit that the present 
expedition to South Africa was only 
possible because the Navy is strong. Sir, 
when the ‘red school ”—the military 


school-can point to a result similar to 
that achieved by the agitation of the 
“blue water school” they will have 


something to be proud of. Get some dis- 
tinguished man to “stump” the country 
and agitate for the redress of your 
military grievances, just as Admiral Sir 
Geotirey Hornby did in our behalf, and 
the nation will very soon give all you 
ask. When Iam addressing the House 
on these questions I regard the two 
services as one. Ido not put one before 
the other. The only rivalry between 
them is as to which of us shall die first 
for our country, and in that matter I am 
quite willing to grant precedence to the 
sister service. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) 
said that one of the first things to be 
taught the men of this country was the 
way to shoot, and he would like to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
what steps were to be taken by the War 
Office to secure the reopening of closed 
rifle ranges. He was afraid that much 
could not be done unless some compul- 
sion was applied. He knew of a case 
where a single squatter’s cottage and the 
convenience of its inmates had been put 
before the benefits of an adjacent rifle 
range which had to be closed. Again, at 
such an important centre as Colchester 
the range was closed for years because of 
the objections of the lord of the manor, 
and no doubt the lord of the manor was 
a very magnificent person. Musketry 
training at short ranges only was not 
enough. Long ranges must be opened 


'and compulsory powers secured for that 


purpose in the future. As to the mounted 
infantry being raised in connection with 
the Yeomanry, he would like to know 
whether it was to be insisted on that 
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candidates should have the cavalry seat 
instead of the splendid hunting seat which 
men had been accustomed to in their 
youth. It seemed to him that when they 
invited country gentlemen to join they 
put a great obstacle in their way by 
insisting on the cavalry seat. The hon. 
member also thought that the Volunteers 
should be drilled ia the art of taking 
cover. One of the reasons of the Boers’ 
successes was that they did take all such 
cover, and refused to fight in the open. 
With regard to the reopening of rifle 
ranges he urged that there should be full 
charge ammunition and full range, as the 
Volunteers had found the half-charge 
ammunition hopeless for rifle shooting. 
He hoped in the rearrangement of Army 
matters this question of rifle shooting 
would not be overlooked, but it could 
only be dealt with satisfactorily by the 
putting into force of compulsory powers. 


*Sirn HERBERT MAXWELL (Wigton- 
shire): If I understand the hon. and learned 
Member for Dundee aright, he wished 
the Committee to believe that we were 
not to rely upon our land forces for 
defence. [ should be the last man to 
underrate the importance of a strong 
fleet. The Fleet must of course always 
be our first line of defence, but the Fleet 
is not enough unless it is supported by 
an adequate mobile land force. There is 
at least one instance within this century 
to which I may appeal as evidence in sup- 
port of that view. It was not long after 
the beginning of this century, about six 
years after the battle of the Nile had been 
fought, and when the maritime power of 
England was paramount, that the Fleet 
very nearly failed us for defence. I do 
not for the moment remember whether 
Mr. Addington or Mr. Pitt was Prime 
Minister; it was after the year 1804, 
when Napoleon had 150,000 men lying 
at Boulogne, with a flotilla ready to bring 
them over to this country if he could but 
lure away our fleet. Cornwallis was 
watching one French fleet at Brest, Nelson 
was watching the combined French and 
Spanish fleet in Cadiz. The combined 
fleet managed to get out of Cadiz, gave 
Nelson the slip, and got five days start 
across the Atlantic. Nelson followed, and 
was six months absent. That combined 
fleet escaped back again across the 
Atlantic, and had it not encountered 
another British fleet under Sir James 
Calder in the Bay of Biscay, it is my 


Mr. F. W. Wilson. 


{COMMONS} 








Estimates. 1494 


belief that the army which Napoleon had 
at Boulogne would have been able to 
make a safe passage across the Channel. 
It may be said that that did not come off, 
that the Fleet proved effective. Yes, but 
it was too near to be pleasant, and it is 
our duty to see that we do not run any 
such risks in the future. I, therefore, 
hope that my hon. friend will receive, as 
he no doubt deserves, the heartfelt thanks 
of this country for the able and lucid pro- 
positions he has laid before the Committee. 
[ have not enough to contribute to this 
debate to presume to stand before the 
Committee very long, but there is one 
branch of the service with regard to 
which I can speak from experience, and 
which I would press the hon. Gentleman 
to consider well before he makes any far- 
reaching changes in it —I allude to what 
is now spoken of, but with very little 
reason, as the “old constitutional force,” 
the Militia. It is a remarkable thing, 
but it is not present to the mind of every- 
one that we have not a single Militia 
regiment left. We have nothing but 
territorial regiments. The old Militia 
has been so far incorporated with the 
Army that the name “ Militia” has dis- 
appeared from the Army List, except 
within brackets, and the old county 
Militia regiments have become third 
and fourth battalions to the Line regi- 
ments. [ believe that was a change in the 
right direction, my only complaint being 
that it did not go sufficiently far or deep. 
I would urge upon my hon. friend the 
expediency of altogether abolishing the 
misleading title ‘* Militia.” It is a dis- 
credited title--I say it with pain, for L 
served for more than twenty-one years 
with the Militia; I was very fond of the 
service, and always hoped to see it put on 
a proper footing. It is a discredited title, 
being always associated with inferiority 
to something--to the Army it used to be, 
to the Line battalions of the same regi- 
ments as it is now. Of course, I do not 
claim that a force which is brought up for 
only short periodical training can be as 
efficient in any respect as a force always 
under arms. It is impossible that it 
should be so. WhatI mean is that what- 
ever force you have you must make it 
something with which those ef whom it 
is composed, whatever their rank, can 
take a pride. They must not always be 
reminded that they are inferior to regular 
soldiers. If they are so reminded you 
will not draw the best class of officers, nor 
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get the best kind of recruits. 
time I served with the force the point 
which impressed itself most upon my 
mind in the way of discouragement was 
the system of Militia Reserve. Ever 
since, at all events, the commencement of 
this century, the Militia has supplied the 
Army with a very large number of re- 
cruits. During the Crimean War it sent 
30,000 to the Line regiments. At that 
time every officer who brought 100 re- 
cruits from the Militia to the Line 
received a commission in the Regular 
Army. That was altered under the 
territorial system, and although the Militia 
still supplies a large number who join 
the Line battalions, those men do not 
join under their own officers. They are 
tanght to look upon their officers as fit 
only for drill purposes, and when there 
is real work to be done you draw away 
the best men from the Militia battalions 
and send them to the Line. The effect of 
that is two-fold. It deprives the men of 
all respect for their own officers, and it 
prevents the officers taking any pride in 
their work. What I would like to see 
done is this not that the present Militia 
battalions should be put on an equal foot- 
ing in regard to privileges, and esteem, if 
vou like, with the Regular Service, because 
they do not earn that, they do not work 
for it; but, in so far as the Militia contri- 
hutes to the efficiency of the Line regi- 
ments, let ail ranks share alike ; send the 
men to serve under their own ofticers 

for it is well known that men always serve 
lest under their own officers-——and exact 
from those officers a higher standard of 
qualification. At present there are schools 
all over the country for the instruction 
and education of Militia officers, but there 
is no obligation for those officers to take 
wlvantage of them. 
should be made a very strict one. I 
would like to see every ofticer compelled 
to justify his right to wear the Queen’s 
uniform by passing a certain standard of 
efficiency. Until that is done it cannot 
be expected that the men will have a proper 
degree of confidence in and respect for 
their officers. I do not think I need 
labour this question any longer. — I 
am sure my hon. friend, a_ soldier 
himself, has enough sympathy with 
the Auxiliary Services to ponder well 
the changes he proposes to make. As 
far as I have been able to follow those 
proposals they are in the right direction. 
But Iam not quite sure whether he has 


That obligation | 
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During the | realised the strain he is about to put, by 


greatly extending the period of training, 
on the class of men from whom the ranks 
of the Militia are recruited. Perhans I 
have not correctly gathered his idea, but 
as far as I understand it he proposes to 
embody and encamp Militia regiments 
for a period of six months. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: For this year. 


*Sir HERBERT MAXWELL: For this 
year only. Then [ have no doubt they 
will heartily respond to his call, as they 
have already responded to the call of 
duty. But I would ask hon. Members 
never to forget the strain which has. 
been put upon the men in the ranks 
of the Militia by that call. There never 
was a time when men of all kinds were so 
well paid or work so plentiful as the 
present, and yet the Militia have come 
forward almost to a man. I hope that 
that will be reckoned to the credit of the 
Militia foree in the future. Hitherto 
they have had no credit for what they 
have done, although it is quite true that 
they have shed their blood as freely on the 
battlefields of Europe as any soldiers of the 
(Jueen ever have done, but they have done 
it as wnits,and not under theirown officers. 
Now, for the first time, Militia battalions 
have been sent to the front, and I am not 
afraid of the way in which they will bear 
themselves. At the same time, that is. 
not the work for which the Militia was 
intended, and I do not believe that hon. 
Members think it is desirable that the 
present system of allowing battalions to: 
volunteer for the front should be con 
tinued. <A soldier’s duty is to go where 
he is sent, and not where he wants to go, 
and until you get that spirit you will not 
get out of the men all they are capable of. 
May I express a hope that the rest of 
this debate may be a little more practicai 
than a great part of it has been in the 
past. We are a very peculiar people. We 
sit in this chamber and we consider our- 
selves in cumera. We discuss the most 
delicate problems, and we make out to 
our own satisfaction that the War Office 
has been asleep, that our generals are in- 
competent, and that the whole adminis- 
tration of the affairs of this country is in 
a state of muddle and embarrassment. 
There is not much harm done here, and it 
may be very edifying to some of our 
foreign critics. But it may also be a 
little misleading, and it does not tend to 
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smooth the path of our relations with | outside and inside this House, seem to 
'think that these proposals are aimed 


other countries that we should always be 
washing our dirty linen in public. 


‘at the fear of an 
foreign country. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- | 


shire, Newport): I have been somewhat 
struck with the proposals of the Govern- 
ment. I do net think it wrong that the Ser- 
vice Members of this House should take 
this opportunity of indulging in a little 
self-pride in regard to the results that have 
been achieved, apparently by their con- 
tinual pegging away at the objects they 
have had in view. We have heard Mem- 
bers asking for an increase of infantry in 
former times, and we have heard hon. 
Members, above everything else, pointing 
out the enormous necessity of increasing 
the amount of artillery. Some of us 
have pointed out the mistakes that were 
made in recent alterations, and we have 
expressed our desire for more cavalry. 
Upon every one of these points we now 
find that the Executive Government is in 
accord with us, and therefore I hope and 
trust that the somewhat cheap and silly 
attack levelled at us colonels and military 
critics by the hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton will cease, now that the country has 
taken up in earnest the practical points 
which the colonels in this House have been 
urging all these years. I do not at 
all agree with all the criticisms which 
have been made from the other side of 
the House. I think we have wasted too 
much time in taking credit to ourselves 
and identifying ourselves and our own 
judgment with the position in which the 
Government is placed under these pro- 
posals which are now offered for our 
acceptance. What are the chief points 
on which I think the country is looking 
most anxiously to this debate? I do not 
think we are wrong in saying that pro- 
bably the chief point which the country 
wishes to know about is the number of 
reinforcements which are available for 
South Africa. The noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for War assured the 
country that 50,000 men were now under 
orders or on their way to South Africa. 
I believe the number of men indicated in 
that statement is as many as the generals 
wish to have under their command, and 
as long as that number can be maintained 
so long will the military exigencies of the 
case be met, and the country will derive 
much satisfaction from that statement. 
Now I come to the other point dealt with 
by these proposals. Some people, both 


Sir H. Maxwell. 


invasion from a 
I think that is an 
unwise view to take of the situation. | 
have faith in the position which the Fleet 
holds, and it is certain we shall at all 
events have considerable notice and warn- 
ing of any possible attitude of invasion 
or any possible preparation for such an 
invasion. How much _ notice does the 
country think would be wanted to bring not 
500,000 men, but quadruple that number 
of men into the field, ready to defend this 
country in case an invasion were imminent, 
for the purpose of repelling any such 
invasion? I| take leave to say that the 
number of men in this country who 
know how to use a rifle and who are 
capable of falling into line instantly for 
this purpose can hardly practically be 
estimated. If the (Government have 
plenty of rifles, and take care that oppor- 
tunities are afforded for practising rifle 
shooting, the men would be forthcoming 
in hundreds of thousands for the purpose 
of repelling invasion. Therefore | regard 
this ery of invasion as more or less of a 
bogey. There are people who lay stress 
upon this idea of an invasion, and it is 
probably quite right that that section of 
public feeling should he assured by the 
measures put forward. I notice that the 
right hon. Gentleman who leads the 
Opposition announced that this policy 
would dictate an increase of the arma- 
ments in foreign countries. — Possibly 
the policy of foreign countries dictates 
our policy at home. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman should not take shelter 
under that dictum without considering to 
what extent it may be developed. ‘This 
subject before us may be arranged under 
two heads—-emergency proposals and per- 
manent proposals. Without professing 
to have any particular authority for say- 
ing so, I myself believe that these pro- 
posals are, on the whole, the best that 
could be made. I believe they take 
advantage of the best resources at our 
command for the immediate present, and 
that they deal with those resources on 
the whole in the most practical and rapid 
way in which those resources could be 
utilised. If that is so there ought to be 
universal satisfaction with these proposals 
from that point of view, and a general 


desire to give effect to them, and see 


them carried into active practice. With 


reference to these emergency proposals 
| 
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there are some points which should be 
dealt with, but they are matters of 
detail which will be elaborated bit by bit 
as the scheme works out. With regard 
to the Militia I do not wish to dwell 
upon that point beyond saying that I 
agree very much with what fell from my 
right hon. friend who preceded me, and I 
am glad to notice that full attention is to be 
paid to that branch of the service, and 
that it will be developed in a way satis- 
factory to them and to their feelings of 
pride. With regard to the Volunteers, I 
hope and trust that with the feelings now 
existing in the country the people will 
respond to the invitation of the Govern- 
ment. I only hope the full strength of 
the Volunteers will be maintained, not 
only during the progress of this war, but 
after it is over, when we shall have to 
establish things upon a firmer footing for 
the future. Ido not wish to dwell upon 
this point in detail, but I think that in 
the case of Volunteer corps belonging to 
counties and country districts it will be 
very difficult to get those men to come 
out for any length of time under canvas. 
You might be able to develop what would 
he a very popular movement among the 
Volunteers, and that is to give a certain 
amount of money and support to officers 
commanding companies to undertake field 
days on their own account in the districts 
in which they live. Opportunities would 
be willingly granted by the local land- 
owners, and such experience would be of 
very considerable value. The country 
generally would take an interest’ in 
seeing these manceuvres going on 
amongst them, and this would help 
to engender a military feeling in the 
Volunteers much greater than people 
would imagine. Like everyone else I 
attach the greatest importance to what 
the Government intend to do in regard 
to providing rifle ranges. Although the 
long ranges are necessary, yet short ranges 
would be extremely useful, and I hope the 
Government will take full advantage of 
opportunities for getting short ranges. If 
you can teach men to use the sights on 
the rifle you will have gone some distance 


towards getting them to make the proper | 


use of the rifle and getting the best pos- 
sible results out of the weapon placed in 
their hands. But these, I understand, 


are mostly to be treated as emergency | 


proposals. Personally I should not be 
so much interested in these emergency 
proposals if I did not think they would 
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lead up to those more permanent proposals 
which I hope are in the mind of the 
Government at the present time. The 
immediate permanent proposals are not 
very large. I think on this point the 
whole tone of the speech of the 
hon. Member for Dundee was exag- 
gerated throughout. He talked of vast 
changes, enormous expense, and so on. 
With regard to the permanent proposals 
tne changes are not vast and the expense 
is not enormous. They are large, but it 
is using exaggerated language to talk of 
this addition to our permanent Army as 
vast. Those of us who have been 
desirous of seeing the fighting forces of 
this country put upon a proper footing 
welcome these proposals as an indication 
of a permanent increase in some impor- 
tant points. We are delighted to see that 
so large an addition is to be made in our 
artillery ; we are delighted that there are 
to be more cavalry and more infantry 
battalions taken under this Vote. But 
why do we want all these? It is not 
because we are so interested in the defen- 
sive scheme which some people talk of, 
or that we wish to see our home defences 
permanently increased on these shores, 
but because we recognise in this per- 
manent increase in the Army an addition 
which will give to us a stronger mobile 
and striking force. I am anxious to 
see these emergency proposals carried out 
to the full, not for the moment, but 
because they lead up to the increase 
of the permanent force in the 
future, greater mobility and striking 
power which most of us believe 
to be absolutely necessary to our 
military organisation, and which all 
military authorities ought to aim at. It 
seems to me as if some hon. Members have 
talked rather as if they were inclined only 
to have had emergency proposals and put 
the others by, and few of them are men 
who recognise the necessity of greater 
striking power. We should welcome this 
addition, and also this better system by 
which these forces shall be utilised in the 
future. Let us get the men and be 
thankful we can get so many, because this 
increase will be one of great value, and I] 
hope it will lead up toa greater and a 
more permanent increase in the future. 
It is apparent to all that for the immediate 
moment it is wise to stiffen our Auxiliary 
forces by improvements of a permanent 
character, and if the ideas of the Govern- 
| ment are successful—and I hope and trust 
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they will be—just in proportion as they 
are successful so will they be able to utilise 
more and more the Regular forces in 
directions which we think are of para- 
mount importance. I do not wish to 
speak at length upon these points, and I 
do not think it will be wise to enter into 
minute criticism for which we shall have 
a future opportunity. I think, however, 
we may say broadly that, under the cir- 


cumstances as they exist at this moment, , 


the proposals of the Government do meet 
the immediate necessities of the war, 
and they also indicate a_ resolution 
to deal with the larger questions in the 
future in a broader spirit than they have 
heen dealt with hitherto, and they will 
result not only in an increase of the forces 
of the Army, but they will also give 
us an opportunity of remodelling our 
organisation so that every single fighting 
man in this island may be taken ad- 
vantage of to the utmost of his capability. 
What we want to secure our position 
even more than a well organised defensive 
foree isa force so organised, so mobile, 
and under such command that it can 
leave our shores with the greatest rapidity 
whenever it is required. I think these 
proposals tap the best sources which the 
Government could tap, and | wish them 
hearty success. I think we ought to be 
grateful to the Government for gauging 
public opinion so accurately, and for doing 
their best to give effect to it. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : So 
far as the emergency proposals go, I agree 
entirely with the hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down that they deserve our 
heartiest support. However great the 
disappointment may he in some quarters 
of the House because the Government 


have not gone in for a more radical 
scheme, that course would have been: 


open to the most damaging criticism. 
To swop horses at such a_ time 
as this isentirely out of the question, and 
in taking such steps as are necessary to 
consider our position by proceeding on 
the old lines and developing those lines 
the Government have done all they could 
to receive and claim our support. So 
far as home defences go, my own opinion 
is that the result of this debate will 
he rather to further the impression that 
if we are at present in a position of em- 
harrassment and humiliation it is not 
upon the War Office or the military 
authorities of the country that the respon- 


ol. Kenyon-Slaney. 
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| sibility should be laid. The hon. Gen- 
tleman the Under Secretary for War 
practically said that in his speech upon a 
former occasion, a fortnight ago, when he 
said that you cannot hold the War Office 
responsible for the diplomatic policy of 
the Government. For my part, holding 
as I do that our military system, with all 
the criticism which has been levelled 
against it, and with all its defects, is the 
best system that has hitherto been shown 
to be workable in this country, [ can only 
look with satisfaction at the way in 
| which the War Oftice has performed a 
task far greater than certain people 
ever expected it was able to do. 
Another point of great importance is 
the question of tle home defences. 
The Cardwell system has always subor- 
dinated the home defences of this country 
to our interests abroad, and I am de- 
lighted that this opportunity nas come to 
do what is necessary, and that is to put 
the home defences upon a right basis. It 
is perfectly true that it involves expense, 
but if vou spend a certain amount of 
money and get an inefficient machine, 
you had better spend the complement of 
that money and put your home defences 
upon a proper and a satisfactory basis. 
Then there is the question of the per- 
manent addition to the forces, and the 
Government have been criticised for 
mixing up their War Estimate with the 
permanent addition to the defensive 
power of the country. | should have 
thought it would have been quite 
possible, knowing that the House would 
have sanctioned what they have done, to 
have presented us with their whole 
scheme at a later date, and so focus the 
discussion, and enable us to discuss from 
a more general point of view the whole 
problem. At the same time, recognising 
the enormous amount of work laid upon 
the Under Secretary for War, there may 
have been difficulties in bringing forward 
the whole scheme. I cannot help feeling 
that, in spite of all the satisfaction that 
is felt with the proposals of the Govern- 
ment, there is considerable disappointment 
and anxiety as to the future. [ do not 
mean asx to the proceedings in South 
Africa or home defences, but I cannot 
help believing that altogether there is a 
conviction that this must of necessity be 
avery tentative proposal. The hon. Gen- 
tleman pointed out with satisfaction that 
if these schemes were realised it would be 
possible for the Government to proceed to 
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still larger schemes. For my part, I 
should regard these larger schemes with 
great seriousness. © How are you going to 
effect by your present system any great 
extension of your voluntary forces? Last 
year we discussed at great length the 
question of recruiting, and it was evident 
from every side that in spite of every 
effort that had been put forward by the 
Government to increase the forces of the 
country, the total addition to the Army 
last year was only between 5,000 and 
6,000 men. Now you are going to add 
by your present scheme 25,000 men, 
apart from the additions to your Volun- 
teers, Militia, and other services, all of 
which increase and multiply the drain 
upon the resources of the country. — I 
should very much like the Under Secre- 
tary to give us some grounds for his 
markedly sanguine anticipations in this 
matter. More than once in his speech 
last night he repeated his own persona! 
helief—-founded, no doubt, largely wpon 
the belief of others -that this would not 
present an insuperable difficulty. Every 
atom of experience that we have seems 
to me to show that we have very nearly 
exhausted our present supply of recruits. 
You may do what you like in additional 
facilities, in pay, in barracks, and in 
clothing, but if you want to make any 
serious addition, you are going to have an 
enormous addition to the cost. of your 
Army, because you have got to go right 
into the labour market and compete with 
uuskilled or skilled labour, which is very 
much higher paid than your soldiers. 
This is a very old story, and I do not 
want to go into it at length. But after 
all, if we are to look at this question 
seriously we have got to look ahead, and 
if the scheme of the Government fails, 
what then? It seems. to me that you 
have only two alternatives--you have 
either got to increase the pay of the Army 
or adopt some other form of enlistment. 
Every sixpence paid to your Army of 
hetween 220,000 and 250,000 men means 
a couple of million pounds, How far are 
you prepared to go—-that is, apart from 
the barracks, ranges, ammunition, frequent 
rifle practice, ordnance, rifles, and so forth ? 
The other alternative is some form of 
compulsory enlistment, which has been 
hinted at in the House here. I[t is not 
necessary to discuss this, but we must 
keep in mind on occasions such as this 
these alternatives which are staring us 
in the face if the present scheme of the 
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Government fails. We are bound to 
face these contingencies. People talk 
as if there were no difficulties in the 
question of compulsory — enlistment. 
It would involve an entire change of 
system not only in our ners organisa- 
tion but also in our civil life. | Conserip- 
tion means an elaborate means of enrol- 
ment ; it means that no man can leave his 
country without notifying his change of 
address, and it is altogether foreign to the 
ideas, habits, and customs of this country. 
Apart from all that, it is only too well 
known that such modified attempts at 
compulsion 2s were tried in this country 
did not meet with success. I wish to 
press my request on the Under Secretary 
for War that he would give us some 
ground for hoping that the proposals of 
the Government are likely to meet with 
the srecess which we all desire. There 
are only two alternatives : we must either 
increase our Army by this or other means 
or modify our poticy. The hon. Member 
for Dundee expressed the view that no 
increase Was necessary. It is, however, a 
fact that an increase is urgently necessary. 
The responsibilities we have incurred 
abroad during the last twenty or thirty 
years, responsibilities of coaling stations 
and other important points in different 
parts of the world have, although I regret 
and deplore the fact, necessitated a limited 
and moderate increase in our military 
forces, if our system—the Cardwell 
system, as it is called —is to work 
smoothly. I only hope myself that that 
extension will be kept within moderate 
limits, and that we = shall not only 
maintain the Cardwell system in regard 
to the home establishment, but that we 
shall also remember that a complement 
to that svstem is to allow the colonies 
whenever possible to rely on their own 
forces for defence, so that we may con 
centrate our home force as much as 
possible within these islands. 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
As a Volunteer of something like twe nty 
years standing, I wish to congratulate 
the Government upon the position in 
which they have placed Volunteers by 
these proposals. When one reflects 
upon that position in years gone by 
one is impressed by this wonderful 
alteration. In 1863, when a guard 


honour of Volunteers was offered, it was 
stated there was a rule that no guard of 
honour was ever furnished by Volunteers 





1415 Army (Supplementary) 


to the Royal Family. However, I noticed 
the other day that a guard of honour of 
Volunteers was furnished at Osborne to 
Her Majesty the Queen. That shows the 


(lifference between the status of Volunteers | 
in years gone by and at the present | 


time. As regards the business of war, 
the essentials of an army are equipment 
and mobility. I will not allude to 
mobility, but with regard to equipment 
[ am extremely glad that our Volunteers 


will be armed with modern weapons 
and that adequate range accommoda- 


tion is to be provided for them. In 
connection with that I would suggest that 
further railway facilities might be given 
to enable the Volunteers to travel 


more rapidly and at a cheaper rate | 


greater distances from our centres 
of population, and thus they might be 
enabled to obtain ranges at a cheaper cost. 
At Salford our Volunteers travel for an 
hour by train and have a most excellent 
range on a grouse moor at Crowden. That 
idea might be followed out, perhaps, in 
other localities. It is a question of ex- 
pense for the executive Government. I 
am glad that our Volunteers are, so far as 
is possible, to be brought under further 
military discipline. I think that it will 


be beneficial to the country, that it will | 


improve the health and develop the 
muscles of our men, and teach them regu- 
larity and obedience. [| should also hope 
that some means might be adopted 
whereby garrison duty in addition 
to camp life might be provided for 
the Volunteers. 
business engagements, 


and it seems 


to me that the Governmont ought to | 


make friends with the employers of 
labour throughout the country. At the 
present moment the employers are show- 
ing great self-denial, and are doing all 
they can in connection with the Volunteer 
movement. I believe the more real you 
make the service of the Volunteers, the 


more popular it will be in the country. | 


It must not be forgotten that they have 
really done some good work. — It has 
been admitted in debate that some of the 
best shooting has been done by them, 
and even from a scientific point of view 
much good work has been done by 
them. JI remember, for instance, that a 
member of a Volunteer corps recently in- 
vented an improvement in the matter of 
It has been already said that 
immense amount of 
obtained in the 


signalling. 
there is an 
material to be 


Mr. Lees Knowles. 
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country. In Salford, with a popula- 
| tion of 200,000, we could easily double 
| our battalion. ‘I think also we shuuld not 
| forget the cadet corps, and we would have 
a most excellent shooting force if our 
police were able to practise at ranges and 
become marksmen. It is said that there 
'isa want of Volunteer officers. When I 
was at Cambridge I remember I thought, 
“T can go in for rowing, cricket, athletics, 
or any kind of sport at the university, and 
when I go down I can join a Volunteer 
corps.” In my time, therefore, the 
Volunteer corps at the University was 
not so popular as it is now, and the 
effect was that when men came down 
from Cambridge it was difficult to induce 
them to take commissions in other Volun- 
teer corps. I think something ought to 
be done to popularise the Volunteer 
corps at our universities and_ public 
schools. I think also it would be a very 
good thing if there were a kind of rotation 
in and out of the ranks, as men in these 
corps are all gentlemen and of equa! social 
position. Iam the only man in the House 
' of Commons who, as a member of the Inns 
of Court Volunteers—usually called “‘ The 
Devil’s Own ”—had the honour of march- 
ing past the Queen in the Jubilee year 
as a private and the right-hand man 
of my company. Another matter I 
am particularly keen about, and that is 
to bind together, if possible, our regi- 
mental territorial families. I think we 
ought to do everything we can to 
induce the Line battalions to take 
an interest inthe Militia battalions and the 
Militia battalions to take an interest in 
the Volunteers, and each in one another. 
We are trying to do that in my county, 
_and we have recently started in Sal ord 
/a compassionate fund for the benefit 
of the three branzhes of our territorial 
regiment. At the present moment the 
| Lancashire Fusiliers have three Line _bat- 
talions out of the country; one at the 
front, one at Malta, and one at Crete, and 
'the Volunteer battalions at home ought 
to look after the interests of the Line 
battalions abroad. I think, also, we 
‘ought to do something to induce our 
Volunteers to pass into their own bat- 
_talions of the Line. I think there must 
_be some way of doing that. I believe 
that one reason why Volunteers are in- 
clined so.netimes to pass into battalions of 
| another regiment is that they think they 
cannot be followed if they leave debts 
| behind them. I think that the territorial 


{ 
| 








fa 
on 


rece 
gen 
sho 
hat 
wit 

Chi 
stat 
the 

futt 


*( 
hon 
the 
Wa 
was 
our 
hett 
how 
wou 
I sa 
grea 
state 
effici 
such 
reser 
mon 
au wa 
agall 
be @ 
Navy 
With 
Unde 
able 
meas 
am. 01 
that 


VC 


416 


ula- 
uble 
not 
lave 
our 
and 
here 
en | 
ght, 
CICS, 
and 
iteer 
the 
was 
the 
lown 
duce 
ylun- 
it to 
iteer 
iblic 
very 
ition 
hese 
ocial 
ouse 
Inns 
The 
urch- 
year 
man 
| 
at is 
regi- 

we 
1 to 
take 
d the 
st in 
ther. 
nty, 
| ord 
nefit 
orial 
; the 
bat- 

the 
and 
ught 
Line 

we 
our 
. bat- 
must 
lieve 
e ln- 
ns of 
they 
lebts 
“oria] 








1417 


Army (Supplementary) 


family ought to be bound together into 
one united whole, and that some sort of 
privilege should be given to Volunteers 


and Militiamen who pass forward to a, 


Line battalion of their territorial regi- 
ment. I myself wrote to the War Office 
some time ago on the subject, and sug- 
gested that in our own case we should 
like to pass on a company from our 
Volunteers and name it after our town. 
When men from it came back to Salford 
they would be able to return to their 
old friends, and might be able to use 
ow headquarters as a kind of ciub house. 


The military authorities recognise the | 


necessity for strengthening the tie 
between the Army and the Auxiliary 
forces, and the more they combine them 
together, the better for the Army and 
the State. The War Office have adopted 
my idea to some extent, for they recently 
raised companies of Volunteers in cases 
where their Line battalions are fighting 


in South Africa. They apparently 
recognise that it is desirable for 
general efficiency that Volunteers 


should take a special interest in their 
battalions abroad. 
with us the interest of the Commander-in- 
Chief, who recently wrote me a letter 
stating that he took a deep interest in 
the Volunteers’ movement and_ their 
future. 


*CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton): The 
hon, and gallant Member for Forfar at 
the beginning of his speech praised the 
War Ottice system very much, and said it 
was the best that could be devised for 
our requirements, and that it had done 
better than was expected. The country, 
however, expected that the War Office 
would be able to defend the Empire, and 
I say in that respect it has to a very 
great extent failed. If anyone were to 
state in this House that the Navy were not 
efficient to defend the Empire, I think 
such an imputation would be very much 
resented. This war is one that was com- 
mon talk for many years, and surely it is 
a war which might have been prepared 


against, and all the plans of which should | 
be considered and prepared, just as the | 


Navy -would have done. I desire to join 


with those who have congratulated the 
Under Secretary of State for War for the 
able speech in which he set forth the 
measures which are going to be taken. I 
am only sorry that lam obliged to state 
that 1 was much disappointed by the 
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contents of that speech, because it 
strained at securing an increase in our 
forces rather than better organising the 
forces we already possess. As a military 
critic I am of opinion that instead of 
increasing the number of troops we ought 
to make our forces more efficient. | 
believe we have already a sufficient num- 
her for the defence of this country and 
for any operations in which we are likely 
to be engaged. What we are deficient 
in is organisation, and I am sorry indeed 
that the hon. Gentleman representing 
the War Office should have been obliged 
to lay stress upon the number to be added 
to the Army rather than upon an 
increase of efficiency. He has said, and 
said rightly, that we cannot possibly have 
compulsion to provide soldiers for our 
garrisons and services abroad. But how 
is this very great increase which is pro- 
posed going to be provided ? I ask where 
are the men tocome from? Even in this 
time, when recruiting is popular, I doubt, 
in the present state of the labour market, 
whether it is possible to procure a larger 
number of men except by offering them 
a considerable bounty. There is no ques- 
tion as to the importance of the forty- 
three batteries about to be added to the 
Army. I can only say that when, after 
the war is over, it is intended to 
reduce them to cadres, I should prefer, 
if they have to be reduced, that they 
should be reduced to a peace establish- 
ment rather than to cadres, because | 
believe the former would be much more 
efficient. With regard to the Infantry 
to be added, I would ask the Under 
Secretary for War whether in view of the 
wonderful enthusiasm shown by our 
colonies to take a part in the Imperial 
Army it might not be possible to raise 
some of those new infantry battalions in 
our colonies. There are certain Imperial 
ports, like Halifax, which might well be 
guarded by such troops, thereby setting 
free the Imperial troops supplied by this 
country. I am afraid the only result 
of this proposed infantry increase will 
be that after the war is over the 
battalions will be reduced, and that we 
will have a number of half pay officers 
going about the country very discon- 
tented with the treatment they have 
received from the Government. The 
filling up of the battalions of Militia 
and Volunteers seems to me to be only 
what was to be expected to happen in 
time of war, but I understood from tho 


3 F 











1419 


hon. Gentleman that if any Volunteer | 
corps 1,000 strong found it had a con- 
siderable number ready to join it could 
add another battalion to its strength. 
[ would urge the hon. Gentleman before | 
another battalion is created that there 
should be a very careful inspection of 
the members of the existing battalion 
both as regards military and physical 
efficiency. [ would also ask him whether 
it would not be better, when a wave of 
enthusiasm is passing over the country, 
which may easily decrease, to increase 
each battalion to twelve companies of 100 
each. With regard to the Yeomanry, I 
am one of those who cannot favourably 
regard the proposed alteration. If it 
were a very large force, one likely to be 
reckoned hy tens of thousands, I would 
say by all means let them be trained as 
mounted infantry ; but it is a small force, 
and by the conditions of the country it 
will always remain a small force. Men 
who are brought up as cavalry soldiers 
always do cavalry work better than men 
brought up as’ mounted infantry, and it 
would have been better to have retained 
the Yeomanry as cavalry. The whole of 
the preparations which the hon, Gentle- 
man foreshadowed seem to me to be 
influenced by what is called “ passive 
defence.” Under that system 96 battalions 
of Militia and 75 Volunteer battalions are 
allocated to seaport towns. [| would ask 
what those battalions are going to do in 
the event of war. Are they for the pur- 
pose of preventing an enemy landing! If 
they are, we should want something 
more; there should be field artillery 
attached to such a force, and they would 
Want ammunition columns. If it were 
intended to repel the landing of an 
enemy's whole force at, for instance, 
near Dover, it would be no use sending 
these battalions without artillery, columns, 
and brain. The sending of these battalions 
to these seaport towns Is a very pernicious 
system, and it would be much better to 
organise a large field force and have it 
thoroughly mobile. The hon, Gentleman 
has referred to three army corps, a very 
difficult thing to define. He says an 
army corps, as he means it, is a proportion 
of the three arms and services, upon which 
all military critics agree, and seeks a 
name to describe it. I am afraid there 
is not a name which could be applied to 
that force which would not be misleading, 
because any special name given to it 
would pre-suppose special organisation, 
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which the hon. Gentleman himself says 
cannot be supplied at the present time. | 
would put the term entirely out of con- 


sideration. I believe it is exceedingly 
misleading. I think it has misled the 


First Lord of the Treasury, and I am 
sure itis misleading the outside public. 
The hon. Gentleman knows as well as | 
do that an army corps is not a separate 
unit itself, but that it is made up of two or 
more units which are in themselves in- 
dependent. In our system we have three 
divisions, in the Continental armies there 
are only two, and [I would ask the hon. 
Gentleman whether in his scheme of de- 
fence he would not talk of divisions, and, 
instead of three army corps, talk about 
nine clivisions. As soon as we have got 
the divisions we can group them together 
by threes into army corps, give them 
a general and staff and = call them 
army corps, but to talk about an army 
corps which is not specially organised 
is really misleading to the country, 
though, of course, J do not say that the 
hon. Gentleman wishes to mislead. It 
very great advantage — to 
organise this field foree by divisions 
instead of an army corps.  [f we organise 
it by divisions we can adapt it to the 
organisation we already possess. Many 
of our present districts, each with a 
general and a numerous staff, are very 
large in their areas, and contain a large 
force of Militia and Volunteers, while 
others, like the Thames, Woolwich, and 
South-Eastern districts, are very small. | 
would ask whether in organising this field 
force it would not be possible for every 
large district to prepare a clivision of its 
own, and to make use of the general 
and the staff already in existence ! 
If we were to have these divisions of 
Militia and Volunteers with guns it 
would be of inestimable value to the units 
of the battalions which belong to them : 
and it would give experience to the  statf 
and to our generals. We all think that our 
generals have not had a fair chance of 
studying their work in the field on a large 
scale in this country before taking com- 
mand on active service. It would be far 
better to put on one side the use of the 
phrase “army corps,” and to organise the 
whole of the troops which are going to be 
mobilised into divisions, and, as far as 
possible, to put one division in each of 
the existing districts. If that were done 
there would be thereby provided a force 
which would be efficient in the almost 
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impossible contingency ef an invasion of | 
this country, and efficient also for re- 
inforcing the war in whieh we are now 
engaged in South Africa. 


Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): 
I want to emphasise the enormous im- 
portance of improving the rifle shooting of 
Her Majesty’s forces. I listened to the 
speech of my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War with great interest, 
and noticed that he only proposed to give 
increased facilities for rifle practice to the 
Volunteers. That is a most excellent 
object, but he did not say anything in 
regard to increasing the facilities for rifle 
practice and rifle training by the Militia 
and Regular forces. I take personally 
great interest in rifle shooting, and it 
seems to me that there was something 
wanting in the hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
and that he did not appear to fully realise 
the enormous increase in the power of the 
modern rifle, and the necessity of educa- 
ting Her Majesty's forces in using the 
rifle. In the days of the old “ Brown 
Bess” there was not sueh a thing as 
practice at shooting at a mark ; no man 
could do more than hit a haystack. The 
qualities necessary in a soldier were 
different then from what they are now, 
and the men did not require to be edu- 
cated up to the skill now necessary in 
using modern weapons. Our Army is 
now armed with an almost perfect weapon, 
except In some minor mechanical details, 
which in that respect make it inferior to 
the rifle possessed by the Boers and the 
French. Our rifle throws a bullet with 
as marvellous accuracy as any modern 
weapon, but Ido not think our military 
authorities have grasped the enormous 
importance of educating our men to the 
use of that rifle, although I have not the 
slightest doubt that they have learned a 
good deal of late about the power of 
modern firearms. Let me give an in- 
stance. [ heard a story of what happened 
in the days of the Martini rifle. A eoat- 
of-mail was sent down to Woolwich te be 
tested, and a company of soldiers were 
told off to fire at the coat-of-mail, but not a 
single shot struck it. Let me give another | 
instance. At the battle of Ulundi 
twenty years aga, our soldiers were 
armed with the Martini rifle, and, firing 
at a comparatively short range, they 
killed 1,000 Zulus and won the battle. 
But it is caleulated that only one in 
fifteen of the shots fired hit a Zulu at all. 
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Now, if we had had good shooting we 
might have dispensed with a large pro- 
portion of the men engaged and their 
transport. I quite agree with my hon. 
and gallant friend who has just sat down 
that it is of more importance, from a 
strictly rational business point of view, 
that we should provide quality rather 
than quantity in our soldiers, especially in 
their shooting powers. I think if the 
British soldier were properly trained he 
would be just as good a rifleman as is to 
be found in the world. I am informed 
that the utmost number of days in the 
year which the ordinary soldier devotes 
to musketry practice is sixteen, and that 
he does not fire, at the outside, more 
than 250 rounds in that period, including 
company practice. The Militiaman has 
only three days rifle practice, and only 
fires sixty rounds. The Volunteer, unless 
he chooses to provide his own ammuni- 
tion, does not fire many more rounds in 
the year. I contend that it is impossible 
to produce good rifle shots under these 
conditions. It cannot be done. Unless 
you give facilities to our soldiers to fire a 
great many more rounds in the year, and 
to practise at long distances, and at un- 
measured ranges, you will never turn out 
shots like the Boers or the cowboys on 
Western ranches. These latter, owing tothe 
conditions of their life, and the country 
in which they live, can go to their front 
door almost and practise firing from there. 
Of course, we cannot get such facilities in 
such a crowded country as this; still a 
great deal more might be done than at 
present, and I think we should hear a 
little more on this subject from my hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for War. I 
have no doubt it may seem presumptuous 
on my part, who am not a soldier, to offer 
these remarks to the Committee, but [| 
sometimes think there is a danger of hon. 
and gallant Members of this House, old 
soldiers, being influenced by the hide-bound 
traditions of the service. They have been 
brought up in a school that thinks every- 
thing of drill and the smart appearance 
of the regiment on parade, but not in the 
school in which it is considered as all im- 
portant that the men should be good shots 
andthatsome inducementshould be offered 
to them to make themselves good shots. 
I happen to be one of a body of gentle- 
men engaged at the present moment in 
recruiting a company of sharpshooters for 
the Yeomanry force, and I may tell the 
Committee that the men I[ have come 
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across have been very largely attracted’ Mr. WYNDIHAM: They will come 
to this company because, as they say, before the Public Accounts Committee. 

they want to belong to a corps in which) *\ypo LOUGH: Surely the _ hon. 
all the men will be good shots. “We Gentleman does not mean to say that the 
want,” say they, “to know whom we are | House of Commons will not have an 
going into action with, and whether the opportunity of considering the details 
man on our right side and on our left cam gome time or other. Another question 
use his rifle effectively. That will which we should consider is, whether the 
strengthen us in action.” It seems to War Office is open to the charge made 
me that if some inducement of that py supporters of the Government in the 
kind were offered in some of the House and in the press of having fallen 
regiments of Her Majesty's regular’ short of its duty in the national emer- 
forces, it might be of very great use IN geney through which we are passing / 
attracting the best class of rifle shots— | ])yring the short recess there was & great 
men who would be proud to belong to a explosion of public opinion, and the 
distinguished corps of sharpshooters. If parties into which the Government 
I have a fault to find with the proposals of supporters were divided threatened to 
the Under Secretary, it is that they are) tear each other in pieces. I hoped, as 
not large enough. I am glad, however, ay opponent of the Government, that that 
that they are so large, and I hope that, | eriticism would take some form in the 
when the proper time comes, the military | Foyse: but it has not. Now. I am 
authorities will not grudge the expense | one of those who thought that there was: 
of making our soldiers the best rifleme® jo definiteness in that attack. It sprang 


in the world. from those who desire a great increase in 
*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): As Lam | our annual expenditure. I think the 
not a military man, I ought, perhaps, to} War Office has deserved well of the 
apologise for intervening in this debate ;| country. It has raised a far larger force 
but my excuse is that, although the Esti-| than was believed to be necessary, and 
mate is for £13,000,000, only £420,000 | has done the work wonderfully con. 
has been explained to us as necessary for | sidering the difticulties with which it had 
reorganising the Army. It isa pity so|to deal. The hospital service has won 
much has been made of that £420,000. | the encomiums of the great civil surgeons 
While quite willing to provide all) who have gone out to Africa. There 
that can be needed for the war, I/has also been criticism of that myste- 
should like to ask one or two questions | rious body called the “Committee of 
in regard to the twelve and a half millions | National Defence.” None of us know 
which have to be applied to South Africa. | exactly what that body is ; but we under- 
Will that sum be all spent on the 3lst | stand that it is a small Committee of 
March! The Under Secretary in his! the Cabinet. Years ago we were 
speech stated that the ten millions voted told that its great function was to 
in October was “ based on expectations ”| establish harmony between the Wat 
as to what the war would cost, but these | Office and the Admiralty. That function 
had been disappointed. Most of the | has been well performed during the last 
expectations formed by the Govern-| three or four months. The War Office 
ment in reference to this sad business and the Admiralty have worked extremely 
have been disappointed. If the hon. | well together, and everything I have said 
Gentleman can assure us that the in praise of the War Office may also be 
sum of £25,000,000 will be sufficient | said in praise of the Admiralty. It may 
to meet all the expenses up to the 31st | be asked why, if both discharged their 
March, he will do something to allay an | duties so well, is there so much disappoint- 
uneasy feeling widespread throughout the | ment in the country? I think that dis- 
nation. We have not sufficient details of | appointment is very unreasonable. If 
this large sum and I ask, when will there was to be disappointment it should 
these fuller details be supplied? There | have been with this House, and it arose 
is an additional sum of five millions, | from the policy adopted. The fact is 
making ten altogether for transport that the War Office and the Admiralty 

when will the particulars of that be | the former particularly—have had to face 
supplied ? I ask these questions, because | a far greater undertaking than this House 
these moneys will not be printed in next | realised. We did not know the magni- 
year’s Estimates. | tude of that task, nor had it been realised 


Mr. Seton-Kurr. 
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by the Government and the nation. The 


Boer preparations were greater, and the | 


Boer fighting powers far larger than were 
supposed, A good deal has been said about 
the spirit of the nation during the present 


crisis. In some ways that spirit has been 
admirable. There has been a great 


willingness — too much, I think — to 
provide the Government with help 
of all kinds; and the Government have 
been a little too ready in aecepting 
voluntary offers. I think there has been 


That 


luxuries, and all that sort of thing. 


is a system which deserves, and should | 


receive, more attention from the War 
Office. Our soldiers in the field, who ofier 
their lives for their country, are worthy of 
the best support of the nation i every 
way, and the taxpayers would be willing to 
provide everything for their comfort. 1 


have been surprised to see how many | 


offers of contributions have been accepted, 
and I think the Government ought to 


examine into this matter. If these 
clothes and comforts are necessary, 
the War Office ought to send them. 
It seems to me _ that some regi- 
ments may be a great deal more 
popular than others, and these will 


get a good many things which are not 
sent to the others. Where all behave 
equally well all should be treated alike ; 


and the War Office should see 
that each regiment is treated in 
this respect as well as another. I 
believe that it is such questions 


connected with the war that we ought to 
discuss under this Vote, and not the re- 
organisation of the Army; and, like others, 
Ihave been placed in great difficulty by 
the mode of procedure of the Govern- 
ment. There has been mixed up with the 
necessary war Vote, which we all want to 
grant, suggestions which require a great 
deal more consideration than we can possi- 
bly give to them at the present time. 
he hon. Gentleman may say that some 
of these questions of reorganisation are 
urgent at the mement, but he has not 
made that clear. The hon, Gentleman 
said at the commencement of his speech 
that nothing would be done of a per- 
manent eharacter by the Government at 
the present moment, except what was 
necessary in connection with the present 
war. 
statement of that kind was made, at any 
vate. 


{13 Fepruary 1900} 


[Mr. WyNDHAM dissented.] Some | 
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in which we are placed, to undertake an 
elaborate permanent scheme for the re- 
organisation of the Army. The only tend- 
ency of such action is to raise unduly our 
already extravagant expenditure without 
any guarantee of greater efficiency. We 
ought to have more time for consideration, 
and the House and the country should 
have a better opportunity of looking into 
plans than can fairly be expected now. 


|The hon. Gentleman says we must get 
;more men, but he has himself met that 
too much sending round the hat to pro- 
vide our soldiers with food, clothing, , 


difficulty by admitting that the War 
Office has got as many recruits as_ it 


wants. No reasonable objection can he 
made against the propose.l increase 


of pay to the Militia and Volunteers, 


but we could freely consi.er it at 
a latcr time when the present emer- 
‘gency is over. I conslude by again 
hojing that the hon. Gentleman will 


give us fuller explanation of what is 
taking place in South Africa, and of the 
details of the expenditure incurred. 


*CapTain PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said he wished to say a few 
words in connection with the proposals 
laid before the Committee in regard to 
the artillery, and especially in regard 
to the division of work suggested 
as between the Regular and Volunteer 
artillery. The Under Secretary for War 
has made a proposal which appeared to 
him to be, of all the excellent proposals 
laid before the Committee, the most ex- 
cellent and necessary——namely, a pro- 
posal for the increase of the Regular 
artillery by no fewer than forty-three 
batteries. He happened to be an officer 
in one of the old horse artillery batteries, 
and the first time he entered the precincts 
of the House he sat under the gallery 
and heard the motion made for the reduc- 
tion of that arm, which was so bitterly 
condemned both by military opinion and 
by the country, because that was a force 
which could not be improvised, and could 
not be efficiently provided by any Volun- 
teer force. He had examined the pro- 
posals laid before the House of Lords by 
the Secretary of State for War and com- 
pared them with what had heen said in 
that House, and it was not clear to his 
mind that it was not proposed to use the 
Volunteer artillery as a mobile force. 
He believed—and he had had some ex- 
perience with artillery—that the Govern- 
ment could not get hetter value for the 


We ought not, in the emergency | money which it spent Qn Artillery than 
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that which it spent on the Volunteer 
artillery in giving them guns of position 
for coast defence. It was a remarkable 
fact that all instructors and officers, both 
in the Volunteers and in the Regular 
service, bore testimony to the shortness 
of the period in which a Volunteer artil- 
leryman became proficient in his work. 
He had also a particular knowledge of 
the district in which he was situated, 
and as to how it would be armed in case 
of war. If they compared the cost of a 
regular garrison battery of artillery 
with the cost of a battery of a Volunteer 
corps, the House would realise that it 
got better value for the small sum it 
spent on the latter than from what it 
spent on garrison batteries. In the case 
ot Regular field artillery they had to have 
specially trained gunners and drivers, 
and no driver was efficient until he 
had served at least two years. He 
did not, therefore, think it was pos- 
sible to make a mobile Volunteer 
field artillery. He had noticed from 
the statement made in the House of 
Lords that the Volunteers were to be 
provided with 15-pounder field guns, and 
that was the reason why he had risen to 
press the point ; it was not a question of 
detail, but of policy, and he welcomed the 
statement that forty-three regular bat- 
teries were to be raised, which would be 
allotted to the new army corps, largely 
composed of auxiliary forces. He hoped 


that when details came to be worked out, | 


every encouragement would be given to 
Volunteer artillery corps in every dis- 
trict where we had defences, and that 
they would be trained in the defence of 
their own district. He hoped that nothing 
would be done to check manifestations 
of military zeal, and that the War Office 
would do all they could to encourage the 
formation of Volunteer batteries. He 
suggested that there should be a nucleus 
of Reserve men in such batteries. He 
wished to press upon the House the im- 
portance of having the Regular batteries 
kept up to their full strength, and said 
that in the Egyptian War of 1881-2, in 
order to make up a battery to full 
strength, they had, on an occasion that 
came under his notice, to emasculate six 
other batteries in order to do so. That 
was a destructive criticism of our military 
system. But it must be borne in mind 
that on that occasion no Reserves were 
called up. 
Reserves, they could have all the seven 
Capt. Pretyman. 


{COMMONS} 


At present, by calling up the | 


t 
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batteries at full strength, and that, he 
thought, was an answer to a great deal of 
the criticism they had heard. As to the 
Volunteer system generally, everything 
showed that the Government was 
thoroughly alive to the necessity of 
strengthening the efficiency of the Volun- 
teers ; their weakness, he thought, lay in 
the small supply of officers generally, and 
he suggested that that weakness could be 
met by giving more encouragement to 
large employers of labour in our towns to 
form corps out of their own workpeople, 
and to officer them. In order to do that 
they must remove some of the expenses 
which fell on Volunteer officers, and also 
let them feel that they were real soldiers. 
He believed they would welcome any 


extra demands that might be made 
on them for efficiency, if they felt 
they were treated as_ real soldiers. 


As to the scheme now proposed, he re- 
minded the House that it rested solely on 
voluntary effort. There was no doubt 
we had sufficient men in the country, and 
if we could not get them by voluntary 
effort, we must get them somehow ; but 
all would agree that every effort should 
be made to get them voluntarily. They 
must, therefore, give them inducements 
to volunteer. As to the criticism on the 
War Office, he believed that the Depart- 
ment had done the best it could with the 
materials at its disposal. They set up no: 
claim to perfection, and he believed they 
would consider all suggestions made to 
them. He considered it an encouraging 
feature of that discussion that no serious 
criticisms had been made of the proposals 
of the War Office, although they had not 
departed in any material particular from 
the system on which they had been work- 
ing for the last few years. It was a 
system which could provide what we 
wanted—a mobile field force, and one 
which was capable of almost indefinite ex- 
tension. As to our want of success in the 
present war, so far it appeared to be due 
to the fact that we had not realised at the 
beginning the real strength of the forces 
arrayed against us. He suggested that 
some reform should be made in the matter 
of the interchange of staff and regimental 
officers ; voung officers were frequently 
taken on to the staff and when promoted 
to positions of responsibility were often 
deficient in regimental training. There 
should be a constant interchange between 
the ofticers of the staff and those serving 
with the regiments, so as to bring about 
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more mutual confidence when they came 
to work together in time of war, and 
combine the special knowledge of both in 
order to produce the best results. He 
hoped that on both sides of the House the 
fullest support would be given to the pro- 
posals of the Government, both in the 
matter of carrying on the present war to 
a successful issue and also in the matter 
of providing a permanent increase in the 
defensive forces of the country. 


Sir E. T. GOURLEY (Sunderland) con- 
tended that the main object of the 
Government in bringing forward this 
scheme was, firstly, to meet the exigen- 
cies of the situation in South Africa, and, 
secondly, for the purpose of home defence. 
His view of the matter was that the whole 
of the War Office required to be put into 
the melting-pot. The permanent officials 
constituted the portion of the War Office 
which required to be reformed, and in 
that portion Parliament ought to apply 
the pruning-hook. In the present crisis 
supports were sent out to South Africa 
consisting entirely of infantry, without 
either cavalry or artillery, and afterwards, 
when artillery was foun! to be required, 
it was sent out by the slowest transports 
that could be obtained. Had it been sent 
hy the transports then ready, the artillery 
could have got to the Cape of Good Hope 
hy the date at which it eventually sailed 
from England. Had it been sent out by 
swift vessels it would, in his opinion, have 
made all the difference in the battles of 
Colenso and Dundee. It would, he 
thought, have saved the situation. With 
regard to the question of horses, they 
could have been purchased in South Africa 
to a large extent, but the War Office 
instead purchased them in this country 
and sent them thousands of miles over 
the sea to South Africa before they were 
fit for service. It stood to reason that 
native horses, which could have been 
obtained at the beginning of the war, were 
worth far more than horses sent from 
home, which had to be acclimatised before 
they could be used. Again, if at the com- 
mencement of the campaign the Govern- 
ment had accepted the offer of mounted 
infantry which they had since been so 
glad to avail themselves of, we should 
not be in the difficult position in 
which we find ourselves at the present 
moment. The House was told that 
the Government underestimated the re- 
sources of the Boers, but such a thing 
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should never have occurred in the most 
expensive War Office in the world. There 
was no excuse whatever for the blunders 
and conduct of the War Office in the 
preparations for the war, especially with 
regard to heavy guns. With regard to 
the scheme put forward, it was not clear 
whether the Militia was to be embodied 
for four or five months this year or every 
year. He took it for granted that it was 
only this year, but even in that case it 
might, and probably would, disorganise 
the trade of various districts if so large a 
body of men were called out for so long. 
In the district which he represented no 
less than 2,000 men would be affected, 
and it was hardly to be expected that the 
employers of those men would keep their 
positions open until they were disem- 
bodied. He would like to point out to 
the hon. Gentleman that what we want in 
the Volunteers is efficiency. At present, 
about one-third of the men in our Volun- 
teer regiments resign annually ; and in 
order to obtain the capitation grant the 
new men were hurried through their 
exercises, but it was almost impossible for 
them to become really efficient. What 
was really wanted was a change of 
something like this character: Instead 


of a Volunteer being allowed to en- 
gage himself for, say, six months, 


and then to send in his resignation, he 
should bind himself for twelve months, 
and during that time to make himself 
efficient by a proper attendance at batta- 
lion drill and shooting exercise, otherwise 
the proposed increase of the capitation 
grant might be money misspent so far as 
ensuring efficiency was concerned. Again, 
by way of encouraging the men to become 
etticient, he held that those who had to 
leave their employment early to go toa 
distant range should be allowed their tull 
expenses, and also the part pay they had 
sacrificed in consequence of leaving their 
employment. He would suggest that in 
order to maintain a force in a state of 
efficiency, and by way of counteracting 
the enormous number of annual resigna- 
tions, it would be well to offer those men 
who had passed a certain stage of efti- 
ciency in battalion drill a retainer after 
the fashion adopted by the Naval Reserve. 
Another point he would direct attention 
to was the cost of officers’ unitorms. At 
present it was an exceedingly costly item, 
and it should be borne in mind that 
Volunteer officers were not as a rule 
They were comparatively 
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poor ; and it would be well, in his judg- 


way to find nearly the entire cost of the 
Volunteer officers’ uniforms. 
hon. Gentleman in the very able speech 
which he delivered last night seemed to 
think that occasion might arise when 
there would be a temporary absence of the 
Fleet. He could only say in reference to 
that, that whatever policy the War Office 
might pursue, whatever policy the Admi- 
ralty might be guided by, he trusted that 
there would be a good understanding 
arrived at as to the position of our first line 
of defence. The Fleet should never, under 
any circumstances, be allowed to leave the 
Channel. So long as we held the Channel 
there could be no fear of anything what- 
ever in the shape of invasion by a foreign 
Power. To illustrate his meaning, we had 
engaged, in connection with the present 
war, something like one hundred trans- 
ports. 
made of them in the conveyance of the 
sritish Army to South Africa, we could 
calculate how many transports would be 
required to bring an army across, say, from 
Calais or Antwerp. They would require 
something like a hundred large vessels to 
transport to England an army of 100,000 
or 150,000 men with all the impedimenta 
belonging to munitions of war. Well, 
given our Fleet a proper strategical posi- 
tion, in its present high state of etficiency, 
it could effectively arrest and deal with 
such an invading force as that, and the 
bogey of invasion would have no terrors 
for us. 


*CoLONEL BLUNDELL: The question 
of compulsory service has recurred often 
in the course of this debate, and we may 
have to come to that some day; but the 
time is not yet. What I rise most par- 
ticularly to do is to ask the House to 
pause before it consents to condemn our 
army in South Africa as not a good 
one. My humble opinion is that our 
army in-— South Africa is quite 
equal to a force of similar dimensions 
that any European Power can put 
into the field. You may ask, Well, what 
about the great reverses we have met with 
already? I will tell you. Our army has 
been confronted with an entire change in 
tactics, and with an enormous develop- 
ment in the power of rifles, Maxims, Nor- 
denfeldts, and other small arms. We 
have known a similar case to our own 
occurring in the war of 1870, when the 
Sir E. T. Gourley, 


{COMMONS} 


Now the | 


Having regard to the use we had | 
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| Prussian Guards at St. Privat were abso- 
ment, if the War Office could see its | 


lutely paralysed by the deadly effect of the 
rifle then possessed by the French troops. 
One of their generals in attacking before 
Metz had an enormous number of men 
swept out of action by that weapon. 
What did the King of Prussia do? He 
did not trouble himself about his War 
Office, but he at once issued an order to 
his officers that they must conform to the 


'conditions of modern fire in their disposi- 


tions. In the same way, Sir Redvers 
Buller, I doubt not, has profited by the 
lessons which the present campaign has 
taught him, Sir Redvers Buller is a man 
as brave as his sword ; to him the temp- 
tation to push on at Vaal Krantz must 
have been terrible, but he withdrew his 
troops when he found that the fire they 
would be exposed to made success im- 
possible on that line. I feel certain that 
the sequel will show the country that we 
have an army which understands _ its 
business as well as the army of any 
Continental Power. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): This debate 
has resolved itself into a discussion 
between military experts and those who 
consider themselves military experts. I, 
as an unmilitary expert and a mere 
humble civilian, venture to oppose this 
Vote, because the issues at stake are con- 
founded between the justice of carrying 
on the war and the condition of the 
Army; and as regards the latter 
issue, after the powerful speech of 
the hon. Member for West Belfast— 
to which we all listened with such 
awe and respect in his powerful 
indictment of the War Oftice--I could 
not find it in my heart to vote in support 
of a single demand of the War Office 
until it is purged of many of its sins. ‘To 
come to this House and blindly vote 
£2,500,000 of money when the military 
experts are (livided as to its expendi- 
ture seems to me an_ unreasonable 
demand. I cannot see how the Govern- 
ment can justify it, and I and my hon. 
friends will oppose the granting of a 
single additional penny, because we are 
convinced that the war is unjust, un- 
necessary, cruel, and a gigantic conspiracy 
against liberty. I have witnessed a 
remarkable change come over this House. 
At one time the party that was dominant 
was that of peace, retrenchment, and 
reform ; but we seem to have passed to 
the very antithesis of that. We are all 
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for fighting—fighting for everything and | 


fighting everybody. The irony of it all 
was seen when England sent a repre- 
sentative to the Peace Conference at the 
Hague, where a representative of the 
Orange Free State sat also. Now when 
the opportunity of arbitration offers it is 
rejected with scorn. The cry is for more 
war, more bloodshed, and fresh sacrifices 
of hundreds and thousands of gallant 
lives. Then there is another matter. 
The Government of the country are  will- 
ing to take the Irish Militia regiments ; 
and the question arises whether these 
regiments included the North Cork Militia, 
who were reported to have gone voluntarily 
to the front, I am informed by friends in 
Cork that they were told their services 
were required at Malta or Gibraltar ; but 
now it is reported that they are going to 
South Africa. We are asked to vote 
£2,500,000 in support of a movement 
like this; but the Irish party flatly de- 
cline to do anything of the sort. The 
business of the Financial Secretary is not 
so much to look after the War Depart- 
ment as to see that no Irish meat is sup- 
plied to the troops. Meat must be ob- 
tained from Canada and Australia, and 
hav from the Patagonian Islands. That 
is the work of the Army administrators, 
and then at a time of national crisis 
people are amazed that they do not 
understand military tactics. It is not to 
he surprised at. On Votes 6 and 7 we 
shall have to expatiate on this present 
campaign, but in view of the acknow- 
ledged incapacity of the War Office, and 
the proved incompetence of its instru- 
ments, and above all, in view of the 
great blunders of its officers from highest 
to lowest, it is the duty of the Committee 
to refuse this Vote. 


*CoLONEL WILLIAMS (Dorset, W.) : I 
do not desire to unduly prolong this 
debate, but I wish to say a few words 
about the Volunteers. I should not have 


troubled the Committee by going into | 


details if the hon. Gentleman had not 
invited suggestions ; but points of detail 
are so vital in regard to the Volunteers 
that I may certainly be pardoned for say- 
ing a few words on that subject. I want 
first of all to recognise very frankly the 
way in which the Under Secretary for 
War has grasped a good many of the 
conditions of Volunteering, which are 
essentially different in the country from 
those in the town. I think the difficulty 
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which many hon. Members do not per- 
ceive is that whereas a Militiaman and a 
Yeoman give up a definite portion of 
every year to military training the Volun- 
teer is a man who cannot afford to give 
up a long period of time, but is willing to 
devote the odds and ends of his spare 
time to do what he can and train himself 
for the defence of the country. I am one 
of those who deprecate the sending of too 
large a force of Volunteers out on toreign 
service. I quite appreciate the motive 
which led to these Volunteers being 
employed abroad, and I appreciate 
the spirit in which it was done, 
but [ am bound to say that that force was 
recruited for home service and not for 
foreign service. [ do not believe that 
the sending out of Volunteers will encour- 
age recruiting, because many of the men 
who would be willing to give up a con- 
siderable portion of their spare time to 
Volunteering will consider twice before 
they enlist if it comes to be understood 
that they are to volunteer for active ser- 
vice, or that it will not be lightly regarded 
if they do not volunteer. With 
regard to the men themselves there is no 
doubt that the Volunteers are now taken 
from a much lower stratum of society. It is 
exceedingly hard in times of peace for 
men to leave their employment for any 
length of time for military training. I 
should, however, like to say a word of 
praise for the spirit in which employers 
of labour have met Volunteers. [I have 
had ten years experience in command of 
a Volunteer battalion, and I can very 
faithfully say that employers are always 
ready, although put to considerable incon- 
venience, to give the men the time to 
attend instruction and so forth. But the 
essential weakness of our Volunteers is 
the want of money, and [am extremely 
glad to learn that we are to have a larger 


capitation grant, and also that part 
of the increased money is to go 


to enable them to form transport. I must 
express my satisfaction with the proposal 
to utilise this money for transport pur- 
poses. I think there is more than one 
Volunteer battalion which has undertaken 
this duty, and it has been proved that, 
given a sufficient grant, it is quite pos- 
sible to organise from the material at our 
disposal—trom the carts and wagons 
freely lent—what would be a very efti- 
cient transport for a force of Volunteers. 
With reference to camping out every 
year, and the invitation to Volunteers to 
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attend instruction for a month, I fully | the Queen’s. That is a proof that 
realise the value of that if we could do it, | a man who is a good shot at 600 yards 
but I fear there are very few Volunteer | can easily accommodate himself to 
regiments who could go into camp fora) the longer ranges. In reference to 
whole month at a time. If the grant was travelling, 1 know of men who live seven 
given upon a certain number of days miles away from a range, and it takes 
attendance, and they would not all be them about half a day to get there and 
taken away at one time, perhaps it would | hack, for they have norailway to help them, 
he possible to arrange matters. I have and the necessity for an increased travel- 
seen the increasing difficulty of men ling allowance to the range is a very 
getting leave for so long a time. In my vital one. I know that che Government 
own battalion it has been the custom to are providing more ranges in different 
devote the 10s. allowed by the Govern- places, and these may be a very good 
ment to paying the men the wages which thing for those who live near to them, 
they lose, because the employers, although but those who live a long way off require 
they give the time freely, cannot he ex- travelling allowances. . May I say a 
pected to pay the men’s wages as well. word about recruiting? Volunteers are 
Therefore, if the camps are maintained to be invited to raise their numbers to 
for a longer time than a week, I hope 1,000, and if possible to arrange for a 
great care will be taken that men are. second battalion. Iam in the position of 
allowed to attend as they can, and not always being well up to my 1,000, and I 
too large a number of men are expected could, at the present moment, raise 
out at the same time. The difficulties two more companies in new neighbour- 
of battalion drill in a country district hoods, which would make my battalion 
| know from experience are very great. up to twelve companies. I do not think 
Take my own battalion for instance. I it is advisable to have in one battalion 
have ten companies scattered over the much more than 1,200 men, but there are 
whole of one county, and it costs me’ cases in which it would be advisable to 
something like £50 to bring my battalion allow a colonel to raise one or two extra 
together. It is true that the Govern- companies rather than have two bat- 
ment grant now goes some way to mect talions which must be composed of smaller 
that, but unless I can get at least half units more scattered. I thank the Com- 
the battalion together it is very hard mittee for listening to what I have said, 
to get that grant. Although I should very and I hope the Under Secretary for War 
often like to get two or three companies will realise that I have only spoken in 
together for battalion drill, at the present order to give him, as he asked, some 
time I cannot do it, because I do not get idea of the difficulties Volunteers have to 
the grant for less than half the battalion. meet. 

I trust, therefore, that an increased 

allowance for attending battalion drill *Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
may be given, and also, if possible, that ] desire to say a few words chiefly in 
some slight addition will be made to the | relation to the Militia and Volunteers. 
travelling expenses to provide the funds’ Under this Vote the increase of the 
for other purposes than travelling, which Volunteers appears to be an_ essential 
at present have to come either out condition; therefore anything which 
of the corps funds or the officers’ pockets. bears upon that question seems to 
My remarksapply still more forcibly to me to be relevant to the — pro- 
shooting. I am very grateful for the posal now before the Committee. The 
promise to provide more ranges. I hon. Gentleman who introduced the 
hope, however, it will not always Government proposals said that he relied 
he considered necessary to make upon a large increase of recruiting in the 
those ranges up to a thousand yards. Volunteer force. I have heard doubts 
A man who can shoot well at 500 yards or expressed upon that subject, but anyone 
660 yards will not do badly at 1,000 yards who is familiar with what has taken 
with a little practice. A man in my own place recently in the Metropolitan Volun- 
battalion who shot very high up in the teer corps will be of the opinion that the 
(Jueen’s Hundred, who had only fired at 800 hopes of the Government will be realised. 
yards a few times in his life, and never | I believe that if the Government had not, 
at 1,000 yards, managed to get 26th unwisely, issued their special Army orders 
or 27th place in the final stage of against any excess of the establishment, 
Col. Williams. 
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the present numbers would have been 
considerably exceeded. Even now many 
companies are recruiting very largely, 
and have no difficulty in doing so. 
As one interested in the 
force, I am _ glad that the time 
has now come when they are being 
treated with greater encouragement and 
greater help, and the hon. Gentleman has 
stated that the conditions of service will 
he made more exacting. I think there 
has been a gradual and sure increase of 
efficiency in the Volunteers since their 
formation, and they have never refrained 
from any reasonable liability to secure 
this. Therefore, if there is any comment 
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to be made on this subject, it is that the | 


Volunteer force, after forty years’ exist- 
ence and encountering financial and 
military difficulties, is only now being 
really recognised on a proper scale, and 
receiving that complete equipment and 
those modern weapons which are abso- 
lutely essential for the performance of 
their duty. What the Volunteers think 
is that if they do their duty to the State 
the State is bound to do its duty to them. 
| will take the case of obsolete guns. 
Not only is the use of those guns an unwise 
military course of action, but it has 
discouraged the men, because they knew 
that they were purposely wasting their 
time and learning to fire weapons which 
could not possibly be of use in time of 
war. The question of transport is one of 
the chief difficulties, and altogether the 
Volunteers have not had those con- 
ditions of success which would have 
led to their being in a_ far better 
position than they are to-day. One hon. 
Member, in addressing the House, said 
that it was their great object to induce 
the Volunteers to realise that they 
were soldiers. I venture to say they must 
he treated in all respects as soldiers, 
and if they are I am quite sure they 
will realise their position. The hon. 
Gentleman was not quite clear as to 
whether he was going to give a commis- 
sion to each battalion of Volunteers, but 
he mentioned specifically the Militia. 
That would be a very great service, and 
every step which convinces Volunteers 
that they are being assimilated to the 
Regular Army is of the greatest value to 
the force. I think the proposal to enlarge 
the scope of the university candidates is 
an excellent one. I do not know why it has 
hitherto been restricted, and in the 
University of London a good opportunity | 
has already been offered us as to com- 
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missions in the Royal Artillery, and we 
have met with much suecess in the 
presentation of candidates. There 
is one other matter which may 
perhaps be regarded as a minor one, 
but it arises upon the question which has 
been raised by an hon, Member as to the 
recognition of the social status of the 
Volunteers. I understood the last speaker 
to say that it had not improved, but 
deteriorated since the formation of the 
force. I do not altogether agree with that. 
In the first few months of the force it 
perhaps was so, but there has been a 
tendency, certainly in the towns, towards 
an improvement in recent years. On 
the other hand, I would like to ask 
why there has not been more social 
recognition of the force. Why should 
we, very rightly, give to the chairmen 
of vestries and district councils by 
virtue of their position commissions of 
the peace, and not give them to those 
who are performing services to the 
S.ate as commanding officers of the 
Volunteers? There is a real reason 
besides the social one why commanding 
officers should be placed on the com- 
mission of the peace. They have to swear 
in recruits, and often have to run about to 
find a justice of the peace. It would be 
a proper recognition of their position, and 
it would be of great value, and be valued if 
that honour were conferred upon them. 
One point has been constantly urged by 
some of us in this House in regard to the 
Volunteers, and it has not even yet been 
accomplished. I am speaking of the sub- 
ject of providing more and better ranges. 
I know the difficulties in the way in Lon- 
don and in the great towns, due to a great 
extent to the use of modern weapons 
of precision and long range. But, as has 
been said before, what is the value of any 
soldier if he cannot shoot well? If we 
do not take care to give every facility for 
our Volunteers practising shooting we 
shall be relying upon a broken reed, and 
they will be simply a force on paper which 
willnot beeffectiveintheend. [am glad that 
additional facilities are to be offered, for 
under existing circumstances the wonder 
is that they have been able to get a 
knowledge of shooting at all. Up to the 
present they have often been obliged to 
take the most inconvenient days to prac- 
tise, and have had to go long distances. 
The Military Lands Act proposed to give 
additional facilities to our municipal cor- 
porations to acquire ranges, and this is 
distinctly a local question. Proximity is 
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the essence of it, and if the War Depart- 
ment were to appeal to the corporations to 


apply that Act more generally, I believe | 


that not only would they be willing to do 
so, but I have some reason to know that 
many of them would be willing to provide 
the funds necessary for that purpose. 
For instance, Nottingham has set a very 


good example by helping to find a range | 
for the Sherwood Foresters in that district. 
I have only one more word to say, and it is 


one of regret. It provides an illustration 
which I think is pregnant to this proposal, 
and it is that throughout the very able 
speech of the Secretary of State for 
War he said very little about a Volunteer 
Reserve. He dismissed that to the 
otticial limbo of favourable consideration. 
[Mr. Wyndham: “ No, no.”| Iam very 
glad to see the hon. Gentleman rather 
repudiates that suggestion, but he said 
very few words about it. He dismissed 
it in two sentences. As a matter of fact 
it is no new suggestion, as the Under- 
secretary for War seemed to suppose on 
the part of Lord Wemyss, for the proposal 
exists and has been in the archives of the 
War Office for the last ten years, and all 
that time it has been supposed to be under 
favourable consideration. The then com 
manding officer of the Volunteer Battalion 
of the East Yorkshire Regiment made 
a definite and detailed proposal to the War 
Office so long ago as the period I have 
mentioned. That has received really no 
attention, and it is to be regretted that a 
system which would not only retain a 
large number of efficient Volunteers in 
connection with their regiments, but which 
would have the great additional value 
when a Volunteer removes from one town 
to another of keeping him still in contact 
with the force, should not have been 
applied. I hope that what has now been 
suggested will be carried out at no very 
distant date. The higher capitation grant 
is, of course, very acceptable, and will 
remove a great burden from the pockets 
of the Volunteer officers. I confess I have 
some doubts whether the great majority 
of the Volunteers can afford to spend a 
month in camp. I have alsothis to say about 
that subject. The proposals now made 
are to make the Volunteers an absolutely 
essential part of our national defence. 
Why, then, when they are in camp 
for a month or a week, should they 
not be paid like other embodied 
troops? They make a sacrifice of their 
time at other periods, and that is all they 
Sir Albert Rollit. 
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should be called upon to give. I know 
the sacrifices which both the officers and 
men have had to make, and if the 
Volunteers submit to the more exact- 
ing conditions for the benefit of their 
country, why should they not receive pay 
when they are embodied ? [shall he told 
‘that the cost is great, but why should one 
portion of the community, who give no 
service, escape the cost and put the 
burden upon those who are willing to 
make this sacrifice of their time? The 
Government, quite rightly, at any rate 
for the present, though [ think the Militia 
ballot might soon be applied in some 
modified form, have decided to forego 
compulsion or conscription, but if the 
burden is to be cast on the Volunteers 
only and others are to render no such 
service, but are to escape any contribution 
of either time or money, it is an inequitable 
treatment of the Volunteers. I would 
strongly urge that, giving their time as 
they do, they should at any rate be com- 
pletely recompensed for any expense to 
which they are put. The rise in the 
Militia pay is also most satisfactory. | 
have the greatest reliance on that force, 
especially in relation to the defence of 
our commercial harbours, to which the 
Under-Secretary referred, when the defence 
may well be left solely to the Militia and 
the presence of the coast battalions of 
Royal Engineers and Royal Artillerymen 
may be safely dispensed with, and so 
some seasoned men put at the disposal of 
the War Office. I have only to add 
that, for the emergency, at any rate, the 
proposals put before the Committee by 
the Government are entitled to every 
consideration ; they were introduced in 
a most able speech, and | trust they will 
be carried out, and carried out com- 
pletely, in the same spirit in the War 
Office. 


| 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): We, as 
Irishmen, object to the principle under- 
lving this Vote. In fact, we would not 
interfere in the matter at all were it not 
for the fact that in order to raise the 
money for these extra men you will send 
your tax-collectors to Ireland to collect a 
portion of the sum necessary, although we 
get none of the benefit of the expenditure 
and have no Volunteers in Ireland. We 
are not allowed to form Volunteer corps 
in Ireland, but we are expected to bear a 
portion of the cost, and I think Irishmen 
have a right to protest against such 
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treatment. In _ Ireland 
possible interest in this war. None of 
us have shares in South African mines, 


present, in defeating these two 
Republics, very few of our people 
will benefit in any respect. Very 


few will emigrate to South Africa; very 
few will be found under the British flag 
if it ever floats over Pretoria; if they 
emigrate they will go, as they have 
always done, to the free soil administered 
by the United States. We have there- 
fore no earthly interest in the war; we 
regard it as unjust and unnecessary. 
You complain that you cannot get enough 
soldiers to fill your Army. Looking at 
the statistics, there never was a time in 
your history when you had fewer [rishmen 
in the ranks than you have at present. [| 
would contrast that with what has hap- 
pened when the existence of another 
country was at stake. When the unity 
of the United States was threatened 
[Irishmen flocked from ali parts of Ireland 
to the support of the Stars and Stripes. 
When the American Civil War concluded 
there were over 100,000 Irishmen 
among the soldiers who were disbanded 

some of the finest fighting material 
the world has ever seen. I think 
you would give your very eyes 
to be able to get 100,000 such men to 
rally to your flag and fight for you in 
South Africa. AILT say is that if instead 
of spending these millions we are called 
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we have no | they say that your plan of campaign in 


South Africa is altogether wrong, and 


! . Pes 

that with the men and the matériel, the 
and in the event of your succeeding, 
which does not seem very probable at 


upon to vote on the war in South Africa 


you spent them in conciliating the people 
of Ireland, in giving them a grip in their 
own land, you would probably have more 
chance of getting some of that fighting 
material. I cannot, as an Irish Member, 
regard these proposals as such as should 
commend themselves to the Committee. 
We lookupon the war with minds filled with 
different ideas from those held by English 
Members. You think you must win simply 
because you are English. We look at the 
facts of the situation with our minds not 
filled with any such preconceived ideas. 
We do not think you must win simply 
hecause you are English. Up to the pre- 
sent, when the war has been going on for 
five months, you have not shown your- 
selves able to make any substantial head- 
way, and we think the proposals to add 
120,000 men to your Army are utterly 


inadequate if you wish to win in this | 


conflict. We read in your own papers the 


remarks of foreign military critics, and | 





bad guns, bad rifles, and bad generalship 
at your disposal you have no possible 
chance of succeeding under present con- 
ditions. I therefore object to the pro- 
posals as being entirely inadequate from 
your own point of view of success, and I] 
believe, as some of the papers state to-day, 
that the scheme is simply an elaborate 
hoax, and that it does not mean anything 
serious in regard to your position in 
South Africa. 1 also object to this Vote 
as being a wasteful Vote, because when 
you look at the facts of the situation there 
is the possibility that perhaps in a week 
or a fortnight the news may come in that 
Lord Roberts has had a similar experience: 
to that of General Buller, and then you 
will be coming down here in a panic 
demanding many more men and much 
more money to carry on this iniquitous 
war. Another reason for my objection 
to this Vote is that you are holding out 
inducements to get more men for the 


Army and for the Militia. I heard 
the Under Secretary for War state 
last night that among the ad- 
ditional inducements to  Militiamen 


was the threepenny mess. [I do not know 
what the threepenny mess means, as we 
are not allowed to know anything about 
military matters in Treland—it is treason 
if we do; but from the treatment you have 
given Trish Militiamen, I do not think 
you are likely to get many more recruits 
in Ireland under existing conditions. You 
called up a number of Irish Militia regi- 
ments and drafted them over to England, 
and all the special service men who could 
be induced to sign were sent off to the 
Cape. It was no part of the bargain of 
those poor men that they should go to 
South Africa to fight under the English 
flag, and certainly they were surprised at 
being trapped into such a position. The 
treatment meted out to the friends of 
these men is something equal to that ex- 
perienced by the veterans of your Cri- 
mean campaign. A number of the men 
who have been suddenly drafted off to. 
South Africa had their parents dependent 
upon them, and when they have applied 
for some of the sustentation money, they 
have been told that the War Office regu- 
lations would permit of no. money being 
given them. I know, as. chairman of a 
board of guardians in [reland, that in our 
union we are actually supporting a. 
number of parents of men who are fight- 
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ing at the front in the Connaught 
Rangers at Colenso. I also know the 
«juality of some of these Militiamen whom 
you have called up. 
actually been iaken out of the union 
hospitals, where they have been classed 
as infirm; they have been taken out, 
<lothed in the red coat, marched 
off to the station, and I suppose 
they are now figuring on the War 
Office sheets as effective soldiers of Eng- 
land. If you go on offering these further 
inducements you will get more of this 
wastrel class that are no good for anything. 
Another reason you are not likely to get 
many more recruits in Ireland is the 
treatment the families of these men are 
experiencing. Not only are the parents 
deprived of assistance from Government 
funds, but the other relatives who do get 
such assistance are being treated in a 
manner which certainly does not commend 
itself to my judgment. Under the recent 
Act I happen to be constituted a magis- 
trate by the votes of the people, and on 
the few occasions 1 have attended the 
local courts I have seen the wives, brothers 
or sisters of these men —who, on reading 
the accounts of the battles, had become a 
little excited, thongh not more excited 
than people in your own streets on a 
Saturday night—-sent off to prison. Asa 
Nationalist, opposed to the war, I have 
protested against that, but that is the 
work of magistrates supposed to repre 
sent the English garrison in Ireland. To 
show you how worthless that garrison is 
to you for all practical purposes, I was 
reading in the Pull Mall Gazette the other 
day a description of the squadron of 
Imperial Yeomanry that was raised in 
Ireland. It was stated that almost the 
whole of the recruits came from the west 
and south of Ireland, and that very few 
were obtained in the north. And that is 
the garrison for whom you have made so 
many sacrifices! And yet you have 
rejected every claim we have put 
forward for justice to our people. 
It has been said that the Under Secre- 
tary for War is the first Minister 
to raise the spectre of invasion, and to 
use it as a means of getting additional 
men and money. You are trying to raise 
volunteers here in England to protect 
you from invasion, but yet you deny us 
the right of raising volunteers in Ireland. 
I should like to know the meaning of 
that. Does that mean that if we are 
invaded by Germany or Russia we must 


Mr. Tully. 
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Some of them have | 
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I object 
to that. We ought to have the right to 
arm and defend ourselves in case of such 
an invasion. On all these grounds I object 
to this Vote, and shall join my voice with 
the voices of other gentlemen from 
Ireland in’ resisting at every possible 
stage these proposals for more men and 
money to carry on this war. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle): I confess | 
am somewhat disappointed with the 
statement of the Under Secretary of 
State for War, because I had hoped that 
after several months deliberation Her 
Majesty's Government would have taken 
some stronger steps towards bringing the 
military forces of this country to a greater 
state of efficiency, and to more readily 
and adequately increase their numbers. 
As far as [understand the scheme, the 
Government propose to increase the 
Army by invitation. My only hope is 
that their estimates of the numbers of 
men to be obtained and the rapidity with 
which they can be trained to be a useful 
force may be right and my _ estimates 
wrong. [am rather afraid that some 
evil counsel still prevails at the War 
Office. It is quite plain, from the magni- 
tude of the scheme proposed, that 
the Government consider the _ pre- 
sent crisis not dangerous, but deserv- 
ing some special effort. There is 
a vote for raising some 120,000 
extra men, forty-three batteries of horse 
artillery, twelve fresh cavalry regiments, 
and seventeen battalions of infantry. As 
regards the forty-three batteries of artil- 
lery, I am afraid it would be a very long 
time before they or even any large pro- 
portion of them could be made efficient. 
I myself have no actual knowledge of 
artillery training, and am, therefore not 
qualified to speak of the difficulties in- 
volved in raising such a large force. But 
when we come to the question of raising 
twelve cavalry regiments | am afraid | 
cannot share the optimism of the Under 
Secretary for War. One of the parts of 
his proposal was that the three regiments 
of Household Cavalry should at the 
present moment be brought up to war 
strength. I heard on very good authority 
that in one of those regiments of House- 
held Cavalry there exists at the present 
moment thirty trained men. I am quite 
willing to admit that there are some sixty 
or seventy recruits in addition, and a 





l4 


fai 
off 
re 
me 
th 
me 
tal 
th 
it 

the 
be 
tal 
giv 
he 
rec 
Jal 


sor 


pre 
are 
in 
vol 
As 
the 
thi 
du 
hac 
it 
eru 
dec 
ean 
€ou 
ere 
nui 
fill 
occ 
the 
Th 
mia 
sO ] 
tee! 
fror 
Afr 
pas 
Get 
on 
thai 
this 
wh 
if t 
tha 
thei 
and 
that 
incr 
will 
nun 
cou 
g0 0 


to 


Seco 


ct 
to 
ch 
et 
th 
ym 
le 
nd 





1445 Ariny (Supplementary) 


fairly large number of non-commissioned 
officers, but I certainly do not believe that 
recruits have been falling into those regi- 
ments. It seems tu me that to get those 
three regiments up to war strength of 600 
men, at the present rate of increase, would 
take some four or five years. As regards 
the recruiting for the infantry, I suppose 
it is pretty good at the present time ; but 
there is one point I should like to bring 
before the Committee. The Under Secre- 
tary, in supporting his scheme, in order to 
give some proof that his estimate would 
he fulfilled, quoted the number of 
recruits received during the month of 
January. He told us there had been 
some 6,000 recruits during that month 

-some 2,000 over the number in the 
previous month ; and another part of his 
argument as to how recruits would fail 
in was the readiness with which men had 
volunteered for service in South Africa. 
As regards the 6,000 recruits of whom 
the Under Secretary was so proud, | 
think he has overlooked the fact that 
during that month we also, unfortunately, 
had some very heavy casuaities. While 
it is perfectly true we had 6,000. re- 
cruits, yet from that number has to be 
deducted some 3,000 casualties, so that it 
cannot be said that those 6,000 will in the 
course of the next few months go to in- 
crease the numbers of the Army. Large 
numbers will have to be found not only to 
fill up the casualties which are sure to 
occur in South Africa, but also to fill up 
the regiments in India and the colonies. 
The second portion of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s estimate was based on the fact that 
so Many men came forward for the Volun- 
teers and the Imperial Yeomanry, and also 
from the Militia, for service in South 
Africa. I will only refer to that in 
passing by saying that when the hon. 
Gentleman spoke first of all in this House 
on the South African question he stated 
that there was no denying the fact that in 
this country there were thousands of men 
who would be perfectly willing to soldier 
if they were to go on active service, but 
that, unfortunately,among his countrymen 
there was a rooted dislike to doing guard 
and barrack drill. 1 am very much afraid 
that those men when they see that this 
increase would largely be left at home 
will not flock to the standard in the large 
numbers anticipated. There were three 
courses open to the Government, namely, to 
go onas they have always gone on—that is, 
to try to get soldiers by invitation ; 
secondly, to try to increase the Army 
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and the land forces by better pay ; and, 
thirdly, by compulsory service. We are 
told that compulsory service would never 
be stood in this country, but I am inclined 
to think that if the Government were to 
come to this House and say we were in 
national danger, compulsory service would 
be aecepted and freely given by the people 
of this country. But I do not suppose that 
at present the Government can tell the 
House the country is in grave national 
danger. We are, however, in a grave 
emergency, and [ think the Government 
ought, by some means, such as offering 
hetter pay, to have tried to raise a field 
force among men who at the present 
moment are partially acquainted with 
military exercises. Judging by the success 
which attended the recruiting for the 
Imperial Yeomanry, I believe that if the 
Government had called on the Volun- 
teers, offering good terms and pay, they 
would in a very short time have secured 
an efticient field force of 50,000, if not 
100,000 men, with a certain amount of 
knowledge of the duties they would 
have to perform. By the method in 
which you are proceeding at the present 
time every recruit will have to be taught 
to ride and shoot, and all the special 
duties of the particular branch of the 
service which he joins. By adopting the 
plan I have just suggested, I believe you 
would have obtained an enormous number 
of men, and you would have created a 
greater feeling of security and rest in the 
country, There is one other point to which 
[ should like to refer, namely, the question 
of the instruction given to our Auxiliary 
forces in the past. I was extremely 
pleased to hear from the Under Secretary 
for War that the instruction given to 
ofticers in the Auxiliary forces is to be 
improved. [I remember when I first 
joined the Auxiliary force, there was a 
school at Aldershot to which Yeomanry 
officers went, and many Yeomanry officers 
made themselves efficient in their drill at 
that school. That establishment, however, 
was done away with, and some other 
scheme started, by which Yeomanry 
officers were sent to different cavalry 
regiments to learn their drill. I do 
not wish in the least to disparage 
present officers of the Auxiliary forces, 
but, from my own experience, I am 
perfectly certain that since these schools 
were abolished the officers are not nearly 
as efficient as they used to be. Itis a 
great necessity of this country that we 
should have a large body of otticers who 
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are, at all events, partially acquainted | the standards and recruits pour in, and 


with their work, who could officiate as 
instructors, and also help when their 
country was in difficulty. I would only 
add that I hope the Government will see 
their way, when they again start these 


schools for Auxiliary officers, to give those | 


officers also some education in military 
training However important it is that 
ofticersshould know the words of command, 
it is even more important that they should 
have some knowledge of how to pitch a 
tent, or to throw up a shelter trench. 
From what I have heard—never having 
heen in the Army—I believe this training 
is very much neglected, even among 
officers of the Regular forces. 
digging a trench is concerned, they are 
probably sent to dig it on a piece of ground 
where hundreds of men have dug trenches 
for the last twelve months. I do not 
think that in such a way an officer can re- 
ceiveagood and thorough military training. 
Another point is that a larger permanent 
staff is absolutely necessary for the 
Auxiliary forces. The Government have 
tried for economical reasons to cut down 
that staff. I speak from experience, for 
at the present moment, in my own 
Yeomanry regiment, which at the last 
training turned out the strongest in the 
whole country, the best squadron leader 
has gone to South Africa, three or four 
young officers have gone, fifty of the best 
troopers have gone, the best sergeant- 
major has gone, and the adjutant has 
gone back to his regiment. If that is 
typical of the other regiments throughout 
the country, then, if we were trusting to 
the Auxiliary forces for the efficient 
defence of the country, we are leaning on 
a broken reed. I should be pleased to 
hear that some of the 109,000 troops 
who the Under Secretary says are in 
this country are men who thoroughly 
know their work and are capable of being 
sent off to augment the regiments in 
South Africa. [ am rather afraid that it 
will be some time before the 9th or 10th 
Divisions can be put into the field. It 
would have been much more reassuring 
to the people of this country if the 
Government had come down and stated 
holdly that they had taken measures by 
which the 11th and 12th Divisions were 
to be speedily equipped and made ready 
for the field. Ican only say, in conclu- 
sion, that I hope the view I take on this 


As far as | 


that he will be able to raise the additional 
regiments he requires. On the other 
hand, I cannot disguise from myself that 
we are passing through a critical stage, 
and therefore I would have liked to have 
seen stronger proposals put forward. 


*CoLONEL MILWARD: An hon. Mem- 
ber opposite said that at the end of the 
War of Independence in Americathere were 
100,000 Irishmen fighting for America, 
and that he wished that only that number 
of Irishmen were in South Africa. I most 
cordially echo that wish. Everyone who 
has watched the course of this war has been 
struck with the courage and heroism dis- 
played by the Irish regiments. My 
esteemed friend asked some question as 
to why the Irish Militia were sent to 
this country and not retained in Ireland. 
It was suggested that it was because these 
men were rebels. Never had a more un 
fortunate statement been made. What- 
ever may be the political feeling of Irish 
Members, and to which they may give 
expression in this House, I am_ perfectly 
certain that it would be impossible for 
men of whatever nationality to show more 
courage and devotion than Irishmen have 
shownin South Africa. [ admit that, at the 
fag end of this debate,it is very difficult to 
say anything new, but I wish to assure 
the Government that so far as I can gauge 
their intentions, I cordially approve their 
proposals. It is true that there is nothing 
novel or revolutionary in these proposals ; 
they are merely an expansion of what 
already exists. There is no compulsion, 
no ballot even for the Militia. I do not 
myself approve of conscription. We have 
always found the men we wanted by 
other means. Still I differ very much 
from an expression which fell from the 
Prime Minister when he said that not the 
youngest man now living would see 
conscription. There is a feeling rising in 
quarters not expected in favour of con- 
scription or the ballot. Manufacturers and 
employers of labour see that the Germans, 
who have conscription, are outstripping 
us in industrial pursuits, and they are 
asking how it is that the nation which is 
entirely a military nation is able to thus 
outstrip us. In considering the proposals 
of the Government we have also to keep 
in view the previous proposals made 


| during the last three or four years for the 
matter is wrong and that the Under | 


increase of the Army. In 1896 the 


Secretary is right, that men will flock to; Under Secretary proposed that there 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby. 


‘ 





144! 


shot 
or 
to 
batt 
one 
gar 
and 
Reg 
In t 
hy 
Aft 
in 
if i 
Olt 
that 
har! 
LWo 
met 
met 
res] 
tror 
Afr 
crit 
pro 
gun 
and 
of 
vu 
int 
wht 
ot 
hon 
que 
arn 
Vu 
chise 
Nov 
sho 
but 
rifle 
if 
Vol 


Uot 
thr 
mo 
cq 
and 
the 
The 
Vol 
Res 
and 
whi 
pre: 
tak 
bov 
to 


ame 


\ 





448, 
and 


nal 
her 
hat, 
Ze, 
ave 


em- 
the 
ere 
ica, 
ber 
lost 
vho 
een 
lis- 
My 

as 

to 
nd, 
ese 
un- 
1at- 
‘ish 
‘ive 
tly 
for 
ore 
ave 
the 
[ to 
ure 
age 
lel’ 
ing 
ls = 
hat 
on, 
not 
ave 
by 
uch 
the 
the 
see 
rin 
on- 
ind 
ns, 
ing 
are 
1 is 
1uUs 
als 
ep 
ide 
the 
the 
ere 








1449 Ariny (Suppleme utury) 


should be added to the Army 81 guns, 
or 15 batteries. In 1897 he proposed 
to further add three new infantry 
battalions and two new Colonial regiments, 
one battery of field artillery and 3,500 
garrison artillery. In all, between 1896 
and 1898 there have been added to the 
Regular forces no fewer than 28,000 men. 
In the very remarkable statement made 
by the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, then Under Secretary for War, 
in 1898, he said that the foree which, 
if it ever were needed, we could put 
on board ship was 75,000 men, and 
that no such foree had ever been em- 
barked before by this country. But only 
two years after that statement had been 
made we have put on board ship 150,000 
men—a fully-equipped army in every 
respect-—without counting the Colonial 
troops or the troops already in South 
Africa. It is difficult after that to level 
critiasm at the War Office. It is now 
proposed to add to these numbers 258 
guns and twelve battalions of infantry, 


and | believe that such is the spirit 
of our country, these men will be 
raised, and these guns will be ready 


ina very short time. The suggestions 
which | make are, [ hope, 
of a practical character in regard to 
home defence. 
question of rifle ranges. After the new 
arms were supplied to the Volunteers and 
Miltia a great many of the ranges were 
arded, and now they are very 
one can doubt the value of 
shooting, especially at unknown ranges, 
but if you have only short ranges, with 
rifles sighted up to 1,500 or 2,000 vards, 
it is impossible to train our soldiers, 
Volunteer or Regular, in firme at un 


rose to 


cis few 


. 


.CWw no 








known distances, | venture to suggest 


to the Under secretary for War whether 





t might ke posable to lay upon County 
Coaneils the duty of providing tanges 
throughout the country. These know 
more of the local circumstances, they are 
acquainted with the owners of the land, 
and they would be better able to carry 
the matter through than the War Office. 
These ranges would be available for the 
Volunteers and the Militia and the 
Regular troops quartered in the district, 
aud also tor the shooting of rifle clubs, 
which it is desired to encourage at the 
present moment. These ranges could 
take the place of those at which our 
bowmen and yeomen of old used 
to practise. I regret very much that 
amongst the items of the 
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submitted by the hon. Gentleman there 
is no provision for the drilling of our boys 
in the primary schools. There are at 
present in many of these schools in- 
structors of drill, but the War Oftive 
in conjunction with the Education 
Department should see to it that every 
school obtained the services of an old 
soldier to drill the boys. Nothing would 
do more good physically than military 
drill, and nothing would interest them 


more. As to the length of training of 
the Militia and Volunteers—if the 


Government hope that, in this time of 
emergency, the Militia will give up three 
months and the Volunteers one month to 
camp training, that may be done. What- 
ever the difficulties, the men both of the 
Militia and the Volunteers would make 
the sacrifice of their time; but that 
would be only for this year or the dura- 
tion of the war. And unless that is made 
perfectly plain Ido not believe that the 
Government will be able to obtain the 
men. The men have to consider not only 
themselves but their employers, and Lask 
the Committee to consider whether the 
men in our manufacturing centres can be 
spared, year after vear, for three months, 
or evenfor one month, from their industrial 
employment. 


Min. WYNDHAM: That is not a per 


Inanent, but all emergency provision, 


*COLONEL MILWARD: [ am very 
but it must be made 
is only for one year, 
and that hereafter we will revert to the 
old conditions. I beheve that the con- 
ditions respecting the Volunteers should 
he made more stringent than they have 
hitherto heen. No man has a right to 
jom the Volunteers who ts not physically 
fit, whe means to go only for one or two 
to cramp We 
want to make the torce a real military 
force, and it must have real military train- 
ing. I would like to say a word or two 
as to the officers. The real reot of the 
difficulty both in the Militia and the 
Volunteers is that there is too great a 
paucity of officers ; and [am glad to hear 
that commissions in the Regular Army 
are to be offered to the Militia and 
Volunteers. In the Militia the difficulty 
is not us to first and second heutenants, 
but as to captains and majors, for the 
former hope to pass into the Regular 
Army, and they leave the Militia if they 
ot succeed. A great deal might be 


> Po 
ao not 


glad te hear that 





plain that this 


dat or put ma few dull: 


done through the Lords Lieutenant of 


3G 

















1451 Ara (Supple mentary) ‘COMMONS| Estimati S: 1452 
counties. I believe that the Lords toa speedy and triumphant issue. One 
Lieutenant have more local influence | of the hon. Members opposite expressed 


than any other person, and are much 
more likely to provide officers from the 
country gentlemen. That is a point at 
which I would put on compulsion. Noblesse 
oblige. There are comparatively few 
men in this country available for such 
positions. As soon as they become 
married they are under the influence of 


their wives. The wives say to their 
husbands, “When you go to camp 
what am I to do? | want to 


go to the seaside or elsewhere for a_holi- 
day, and the money you spend in camp 
would take me and the tamily there.” 
That is not a mere argument, but a fact, 
as [ know perfectly well. Of course, if 
you are going to call up these men for a 


disappointment that the Under Secretary 


for War had not brought forward some 


larger and wider scheme of War Office 
reorganisation. I congratulate him on 
not having done so. I think it would 
be a highly imprudent thing to do in the 
midst of this war. After the war has 
been brought to a triumphant conclusion 
we can quietly consider what ought to be 
done, irrespective of the strain placed at 


present on the patriotism of the country. 


month or three months the difficulty will | 


be increased. 
also, that an officer of Volunteers has to 
give up his time night after night, and on 


It should be remembered, | 


the Saturday afternoon to go to the rifle | 
and speak ef us in terms of brotherhood 


range, and that when he goes to camp he 
has to pay his whole expenses. The 
question of expenses is, I am_ perfectly 
certain, a most important one, As it 
is absolutely necessary that we should 
have ofticers for the Militia and the Volun- 
teers, | would adopt the course of taking 
the ballot among a certain class of the 
community, say income tax payers, in 


| 


order to provide officers if they will not | 


come forward from motives of patriotism. 
| am very pleased to agree to almost all 
the proposals which come from the 


| 


(fovernment. The Volunteers and the | 
Militia have been regarded by their 


friends as the backbone of the defence of 
this country, and by their critics as a 
military sham. These forces are anxious 
to prove they are the one and not the 
other; and I am certain that the more 
you call upon them, and the more desire 
you show to make them an integral part 
of the Army, the more results you will 
get from them, and the more will they 
hecome a force which may be relied upon 
for the defence of this country in time of 
danger. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | 


W.): It is quite evident that there is 
some little confusion between the pro- 
posals intended for an emergency and those 
which have to do with some permanent 
alterations in the administration of the 
War Office. 
the men or measures with which the 
Government propose to carry out this war 
Colonel Milward. 


I am prepared to vote for | 


I do not see any necessity for making 
any large permanent additions to our 
Army. Of course, writers and speakers, 
ranging widely through the unknown, 
have dilated as to what a combination of 
foreigii nations might do against us. | 
have always been sceptical as to what 
foreign nations could do. We have got 
to take the statements made by the ac- 
credited representatives of those nations, 
who are living on friendly terms with us, 


and equality. But if ever the necessity 
arose to enlarge our military forces, | 
take no despairing view about recruiting 
in the future. We have heard that the 
last year or two have been record years 
for recruiting, and is there any reason 
why that should not continue? The 
most popular man in the country is 
Tommy Atkins, and there is no reason 
why he should not continue to be so 
when he comes back covered with glory 
from the Transvaal, and that popularity 
will have a great influence on recruiting. 
We know that employers of labour have 
come to the front in aiding the military 
authorities in bringing Reservists up and 
in keeping their berths open for them 
while they are on active service ; but | 
look forward with some apprehension as 
to what view employers of labour will 
take of their workmen being removed 
into camp for three months every year. I 
am very glad to hear that the Militia is 
now to form an essential part of the 
military constitution, but | want to know 
what permanent arrangements are to be 
made to increase its popularity. | agree 
with the hon. Gentleman who spoke of 
the influence of the Lords Lieutenant of 


counties in securing officers for the 
Militia. In Aberdeenshire there is no 


difficulty in getting officers, because our 
regiment is popular ; the great difficulty 
is in getting men. Lord Aberdeen called 
a meeting of the tenants to consider the 
| very alarming drop made in the rank and 
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file from 800 to 200 or 300. <A great. 
deal of discussion took place as to what | 
the reasons for that were, and one 
suggestion was that the Militia recruits | 
no longer got the old bounty. I would ask | 
the Under Secretary for War whether the 
old bounties are to be restored, or whether 
the hounties he now offers are to he of a: 
temporary character. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I think I have 
informed the Committee several times 
that we are not prepared at this moment 
to state the exact terms, but we are con- 
sidering the desirability of altering and 
consolidating the various bounties of the 
Militia, and that would not be a tem- 
porary but a permanent measure. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: I am very 
glad to hear that, because all the tenants 
said that the small number of recruits 
was owing to the withdrawal of the 
bounty. The fact is that in Aberdeen 
we are going to make up the necessary 
sum if we cannot get it from the Govern- | 
ment, and in that way we hope to restore 
our regiment to its old numbers. 
Another point which was brought for- 
ward by the Lord Provost of Aberdeen 
was that the military authorities do not 
study enough the time for the embodi- 
ment of the Militia. If you embody a | 
regiment when the hay or corn harvest, | 
or any principal agricultural operation is | 
in full swing, it is natural that the men | 
will not come forward. The time for the 
annual training should be suited to the 
exigencies of the industrial occupation of 
the men. If you consider and study the 
convenience of the rank and file, it will 
be more popular. My hon. friend also 
said that commissions were to be given to 
the universities and the public schools, 
and the Militia. I should like to know, 
are the candidates to be examined for 
what we call the literary examination ! 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : I am glad to 
hear that, because I think those examina- 
tions are rather overdone. — I have seen 
some of the questions, and I could not get 
within twenty yards of answering them, 
and any of the young gentlemen in order to 
answer such questions must be a walking 
“Encyclopedia Britannica.” In conelusion, 
I will just say it isa very great. satisfac- 
tion to me to hear that my hon. friend is 
going to considerably increase the Army 
Medical Department. That department 
has come out with its reputation simply | 
wutarnished ; notwithstanding the great 
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strain of this campaign, everything has 
been done admirably for the benefit of 
[have to thank my hon. 
friend for the sympathetic answer that 
he gave the other day when I asked him 


Mstimates, 


_ to contradict some injurious statements 
which had been made in The Times upon 


this subject. The department has done 
its work well, and I am glad it is going to 
be increased. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): In the few words I desire to address 


to the Committee at this time I would 
‘like to begin by congratulating the Govern- 


ment and the War Office upon the scheme 
put forward by the hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary. The hon. Member for 


West Islington a short time ago found 


fault with the War Office for having 
accepted too many offers from various 
sources in this crisis of our country. I, 
on the other hand, rather complain of the 
War Office for not having accepted some 
of the offers from the North of Ireland. 
The City of Derry Grand Orange Lodge 
offered to the War Office 200 good marks- 
men and good riders, but in the communi- 
cation I received from Lord Lansdowne 
the noble Lord regretted he could not 
accept the offer, so that Great Britain 
lost the services of 200 men who would 
have upheld the honour of the British flag. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I would 
rather fight for the Boers. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I have 
listened patiently to adverse criticisms of 
hon. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, and I claim a fair hearing. I 
forwarded an offer from the Newry Orange- 
men, to form a Volunteer corps for home 
service, from among their 700 members. 
I regret the answer given to a question | 
put to the Treasury some time ago. 
did not get a favourable reply to my 
question to the First Lord of the Treasury 
to my offer to raise Volunteers in Ireland ; 
the right hon. Gentleman regretted he 
could not accept the proposition. The 
country has witnessed with great appro- 
bation the magnificent assistance given by 
the colonies, and I venture to say if an 
opportunity had been given to those for 
whom I speak, they would gladly come for- 


‘ward, afid would do their best either 


abroad for the honour 
of our flag. If permission was given, 
10,000 men in Belfast, alone, could 
immediately be obtained to enrol them- 
selves in a Volunteer force to maintain 
the integrity of the British Empire. | 


at home or 
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know it is not a subject which commends 
itself to hon. Gentlemen opposite who 
represent Ireland ; those who sympathise 
with the enemies of Englad on all -ocea- 
sions are not likely at this time to sup- 
port the honour of our flag. 1 venture 
to call attention to a report of an enter- 
tainment given in Belfast on Saturday 
last where 300 of the Ulster Yeomanry 
were assembled, who, although the idea 
was only started a month or two ago, have 
passed the requirements of Colonel Graves 
and have already been enrolled. I should 
like to read, from the Belfast Newsletter 

Tur CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 
It is unusual in this House to produce a 
newspaper. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I 
apologise, Mr. Lowther, for having pro- 
duced one. | would merely say that in 
a speech made by Lord Londonderry, the 
newly-appointed Lord Lieutenant of Bel- 
fast, he’ said, although 3800 had passed 
under Colonel Graves to go out and fight in 
South Africa, more than double that number 
could be easily obtained. Colonel Graves 
told them they went out as Ulstermen as 
well as Irishmen, to do honour to the 
country to which they belonged. In 
conclusion, | venture to appeal to this 
House to permit at least the loval Trish 
to rally round the flag of England, and | 
implore the Government to consider the 
application made by me a short time 
ago, and permit them to become soldiers 
of the Queen. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham), 
who was very indistinctly heard, was 
understood to say: This was not the time 
to put the Army into the melting-pot——to 
reorganise either the Army or the War 
Office. He was glad that the Government 
did not propose to introduce compulsory 
service. There were many reasons against 
compulsory service, the chief of which was 
that it must lead to great delay and oppo- 
sition. But whether it might not be 
necessary eventually to fall back on some 
form of compulsion was a question that 
could not now be decided. Some_ hon. 
Members on the other side said that no 
case had been made out for the permanent 
increase of the Army. That was not the 
opinion of the military advisers and of 
independent experts in this country, who 
held that the Army was entirely insutti- 
cient to fill up gaps in foreign stations, 


and to meet the needs of the Empire. He | 


heartily welcomed the proposals of the 
Government, although he doubted whether 


Mr. Villiam Jolin sl, 
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the required number of men would be 
forthcoming. If the men were to be 
obtained, the Government would have to 
offer more inducements. They would 
have to pay them better, make the 
Army more attractive, and, above all, 
to devise proper employment for men 
after they had left the service. He ex- 
pressed the hope that there would be no 
more of that veiled hostility to the em- 
ployment of old soldiers in Government 
offices. The soldier was a working man 
just as much as the navvy, and was en 
titled to as much consideration. ‘To 
supply the deficiency in officers he 
thought we should take a lesson from the 
Germans, who had a large reserve of 
officers who were regularly trained and 
were ready to fill up vacancies at any 
moment. When down at Aldershot that 
day seeing some regiments off to Senth 
Afriea, he noticed they were no less’ than 
six officers short. What would be the 
condition of those regiments two or three 
weeks after the casualties of a campaign / 
He wished to know if it was the faet 
that our artillery was inferior to that of 
the Boers, and whether the Government 
had sent out to South Africa disappear 
ing platforms such as the Boers were 
apparently using. He expressed the 
opinion that the Intelligence Department 
was underpaid. He hoped when the re 
organisation of the Army took place the 
Council of National Defence would be 
reorganised too. The Council of National 
Defence was, he thought, improperly 
constituted in respect that not a single 
expert had a seat in it. He hoped that 
this would be remedied when the work 
of reorganisation was undertaken. 
Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) : 
It is true, no doubt, that the War Office 
has done a great deal in the exercise of its 
organising powers in regard to the present 
war; it is true that they have trans- 
ported a large army across the sea, and it 
is true that that army has been very well 
equipped, and that the hospital arrange- 
ments have been admirably executed ; but 
what the nation has a right to demand of 
the War Office is that they should 
organise victory at the front. The real 
reason why we have not been 
more successful in South Africa is 
owing, in great measure, to the 
faults of our system, and at this late 
hour of the evening I am not going to 
enter into an attack on our Army system. 
It has been discussed at very great length 
already, and all Tecan say is that T hope 
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one result will be that steps will be 
taken to alter the system. On the whole 
[ think that there is a great deal to be 
said for the proposals of the Government. 
They have recognised for the first time 
the importance of the Volunteer and 
Militia forces. [ would suggest that an 
appeal should be issued to the Lords 
Lieutenant of the counties to strengthen 
the Militia, because this is not the time 
for the Militia ballot. Then there is the 
danger of locking up men in the Yol- 
unteer force to the detrimenc of the 
Militia. I hope some statement will be 
made as tothe provision of Volunteer 
transport, and [wish that the Government 
had proposed a permanent increase in the 
cavalry, Our weakness in) that arm 
makes it doubtful whether it is wise to 
convert the Yeomanry into mounted 
infantry. The change may seriously 
affect the Yeomanry, especially in view of 
the fact that mounted companies are to 
he raised for the Volunteer battalions. — | 
um glad that the Government have at 
last shown an inclination to recognise the 
utility of the reserve of officers. The 
only such officer within my aequaintance 
who has heen employed was required to 
pay his own passage to the Cape. — | 
am also glad that we are yoy to 
vet more officers from the — colonies. 
We all admire the way in which 
the officers have come forward from the 
colonies, and I hope the authorities will 
see their way to induce the colonies to 
enter into some permanent arrangement 
with our garrisons with a view to per- 
manent service in other parts of Her 
Majesty's dominions. 

*Mr. ABEL SMITH (Christchurch) 
suid that as an amateur he did not 
propose to criticise these military pro- 
posals ; but he welcomed most cordially 
the changes which had been indicated by 
his hon. friend with regard to the 
Auxiliary forces. He sugyested that 
recruiting for the Yeomanry would be 
assisted if a system of registering horses 
such as was applied for cavalry and other 
purposes were put in force. Numbers of 
young men who were ready to serve 
Her Majesty abroad would gladly join 
the Yeomanry if they could furnish their 
own horses. A system of registration 
would enable them to have horses in 
readiness. He was perfectly certain that 
if the War Office took commanding 
officers and others into their confidence, 
and were willing to accept suggestions, 
they would do much to increase the 
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strength and etticiency of the Auviliary 
forces. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan): From the 
different standpoints from which hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen have put 
the Army and Navy before the Under 
Secretary of State for War, I would not 
be surprised if, after listening to them all, 
the hon. Gentleman has a pain in his head 
hy this time. We have heard admirals, 
generals, colonels, and lieutenants by the 
score, As far as Lam concerned, I do not 
agree with the very large scheme which 
the hon. Gentleman has brought forward, 
heeause, from the Trish point of view, this 
large demand upon Parliament is, T think, 
qiute unnecessary and quite uncalled for. 
As an Irish Member, I feel called upon to 
enter my protest against it, and when the 
time comes to go into the division lobby 
I shall vote against the Government on 
this proposal. Sir, we have heard a great 
deal of the loyalty and the inconvenience 
that Englishmen are prepared to put 
theraselves to to help the Empire ; but 
I have searcely heard one hon. Gentleman, 
whether a baronet or lord, whose first 
word and last was not “ pay, pay, pay.” 
There is to he increase of pay, 
increase of rations; and the Volunteers 
and the Yeomanry ave to come in for 
their share of this inerease of pay. 
This is where your great patriotism comes 
in. You must give better rations and 
better pay or you won't get a single man 
to help you. Mr. Lowther, 1 am not a 
military man, end T am glad [am not, 
but [ have not heard a military man 
in this House that agrees with the scheme 
that was brought forward last night. 
What [am surprised at is that the hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary of State 
for War did not in the first instance 
invite them all to a friendly party to 
canvass their views, and secure something 
like unanimity amongst them on this sub- 
ject. Now, I believe, Sir, that from start 
to finish this war has been largely a war 
for the Stock Exchange. I have never 
made any other distinction of it than that. 
[ wish to say that I entirely disapprove 
of this large Vote of men and money for 
the purpose of crushing a very small 
State. What seems to me most remark- 
able about the war, after what we have 
heard of the great deeds of English 
soldiers, is that, although there are only 
59,000 Transvaal Boers and Free Staters 
in the field, this country has pitted 
against them an army of 200,000 men. 
That is the brilliant British Army. Well, 
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I don’t think it very creditable that it 
should take four Britons to beat one 
Boer, and now we are asked to vote 
a further 120,000, which will increase the 
number in the proportion of six to one. 
It is no small wonder that [ raise my 
voice against this proposal, coming as I 
do from a down-trodden country, seeing 
that the British forces are arrayed against 
a little force with the object of over- 
whelming them by sheer brute force. Up 
to the present I have heard a good deal 
of General Buller going forward. But 
now I see he is going backward. 
A large sum of money is now being voted, 
but the poor farmers in Ireland, who 
supply the best produce and the best 
horses in the world, will not benefit by it 
to the extent of a penny. The War 
Office buy hay in Patagonia and get their 
bacon from Russia, and it is not the 
slightest wonder that the soldiers in South 
Africa have not been able to fight, and 
have been practically no use in the field. 
I feel it my duty to oppose this Vote, 
because I believe the war is unjust and 
unnecessary, and that it is a war which 
we will have to contribute to largely 
without receiving any recompense. We 
will have to pay the piper, and all we can 
do is to protest and object in every 
possible way. Seeing that such a number 
of Army men in this House object to this 
scheme, I would advise the hon. Gentle- 
man—he may take my advice, although 
perhaps if he does not he will not be far 
wrong—-to drop the scheme altogether, 
which is opposed by his friends on his 
own side of the House as well as by his 
friends on this side, and to introduce 
another scheme, which may be received 
with more favour. 

*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
A great deal of dissatisfaction has been 
expressed in the course of this debate 
with the proposals laid before the House 
by the Under Secretary of State for War. 
I venture to hope that the hon. Gentleman 
will not take these expressions of dissatis- 
faction too seriously. It is very natural, 
I think, that the service Members in the 
House should have hoped to seeadvantage 
taken of the present wave of excitement 
to advance reforms which for many years 
they have advocated and which they have 
much at heart ; but [think if these hon. 
Gentlemen will reflect for one moment 
they will be disposed to admit that. it 
would be a miracle if in so brief a time 
the Government have been able to 
present to the House a cut and dried 
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scheme which would include not only the 
reform of the War Office but also the 
reform of the entire military system of 
the country. Any such scheme must 
be maturely considered and carefully 
thought out in all its details. The hon. 
Gentleman is to be congratulated upon 
the moderation of the proposals which he 
has laid before the House, and on the fact 
that they are mainly applicable to the 
emergency with which we are at present 
face to face. The moderation of the pro- 
posals will commend them to the country. 
It certainly commends them to many hon, 
Members of this House, who have not 
the intimate knowledge of military 
matters possessed by the service Members, 
and who would not be prepared at a 
moment’s notice to approve of a large 
scheme hastily introduced. I hope that 
the proposals of the Government will have 
the strong support of the main body of 
the Opposition. In saying that I am not 
so much moved by a consideration of the 
gravity of the war in the Transvaal alone. 
Deplorable I consider the war, but I feel 
confident that in the end this country 
must triumph. I am_ influenced by 
other and far wider considerations. 
Rightly or wrongly, I cannot rid myself 
of the apprehension that our present diffi- 
culties may be made the opportunities of 
those nations who envy us our vast 
possessions and grudge us our world- 
wide commerce. Already, apparently, Ger- 
many, taking advantage of the situation, 
has carried off Samoa after many years 
of vain intriguing, and we have further 
humbled ourselves to her by apologising 
for the exercise of a maritime right 
which every belligerent enjoys by the 
law of nations. Then in China and Persia 
we have interests which seem to he 
incompatible with the vast ambition and 
far-reaching designs of Russia. We have 
grounds of quarrel, too, of old standing 
with France in Egypt and Newfoundland, 
and now it seems as if another cause of 


trouble were looming up for us in 
Morocco. From these sources what 


complications may await us in the near 
future—may be sprung upon us, perhaps, 
while our hands are tied in the Transvaal ? 
Holding these views, constrained by these 
apprehensions, it seems to me desirable 
that we should convince the world that 
we are a united people when confronted 
with an emergency, and I venture, there- 
fore, to express the hope that the great 
body of the Liberal party, however justly 
they may have found fault with the want 
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ot foresight or with the want of prepara- 


tion on the part of the Government in the | 
the results of their marksmanship with 
' considerable pride. 


initial stages of this campaign, will strongly 
support the proposals which the Govern- 
ment have now laid before the House. | will 


not a‘tempt to criticise the details of | 


these proposals; I make no pretence 
of military knowledge such as would 
entitle me so to inflict myself upon the 
patience of the House. I merely embrace 
this opportunity of assuring the Govern- 
ment at least of my support in respect of 
these particular proposals, which, in the 
circumstances, appear to me to be reason- 
able and to indicate a commendable 
calmness of judgment. 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): | will 
not weary the House by discussing the 
minute details of this scheme, because | 
do not feel myself competent to forma 
judgment on it ; but one thing I am con- | 
vinced of is that outside this House there 
isa great and steadily growing opinion 
that every able-bodied adult man should 
take some part in the defence of the 
Empire. It is impossible for any man to 
move from one end of the country to the 
other, particularly during the progress of 
the war, without seeing evidence of that 
opinion in every direction. T have found 
that there are probably many thousands | 
of men anxious to take part in the de- 
fence of their country, but who, owing 
to the state of their business, are quite 
unable to spare the time to join a 
Volunteer corps: there are thousands 
who would be perfectly ready to make 
themselves skilled marksmen if facilities 
were only offered to them. There 
are tradesmen, many of them old 
Volunteers, who are anxious to keep 
up their shooting skill, and most desirous 
of being ready to serve should the need 
arise, but who are quite unable to spare 
the time to make the necessary drills and 
become efficient in a Volunteer corps. | 
There is a steady movement throughout 
the country for the formation of rifle 
clubs, which would inelude a large number | 
of expert shots. I have seen such clubs 
in the rural districts of Austria, where 
village after village has its own club, and 
| see no reason why the Government | 
should not encourage these clubs by offer- 
ing prizes for marksmanship, just as | 
plates are offered for horse-racing. { 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Would 
the hon. Member extend it to Ireland ? 

Mr. GRAY: Were the Irish peasant 
left free to form his own judgment I cer- | 
tainly would. I have watched peasants | 
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and tradesmen in Austria taking part in 
inter-village competitions, and showing 


There was a time in 
England when a large part of our defen- 
sive as well as our offensive force depended 
on the skill of the Yeomanry as marks- 
men. I see no reason why that time 
should not recur. There are, of course, 
many difficulties in the way, such as the 
cost of providing rifles, the securing of 
the necessary ammunition, and above all 
the obtaining of ranges. But all these 
difficulties are not insuperable if the 
Government would only help. It_ is 
only right that this movement should 
be countenanced, and I hope that 
the War Office will look with favour on it 
at this juncture. The Government have 
a great opportunity now, owing to the 
enthusiasm throughout the country, which 
may uot recur for many years, and if 
they would only grant men such as 1 have 
indicated the right, under proper condi- 
tions, to use ranges, if they would loan 
them rifles and provide them with ammu- 
nition at cost price, I see no reason why 
we should not have in this country a de- 
fensive force of many thousands, some- 
thing in the nature of the Reserve. I do 
hope that before the debate closes some 
statement may be made by the Under 
Secretary for War on this subject. I am 
perfectly certain that a large number of 
men are anxiously awaiting some lead 
from the War Office in the matter. There 
is just one other topic to which T would 
wish to refer, namely, the suggestion that 
lads in ow public schools ought to receive 
a certain amount of military training. It 
may not, however, be generally realised 
that very young children cannot stand 
the ordinary form of drill, and it may not 
be known that physical exercises--known 
as Swedish drill—are now compulsory in 
every county, and there are very few 
schools in which time is not devoted to 
such exercises every week. That form of 
physical drill is more beneficial to young 


children than ordinary company drill, 
which places too great a strain 
on the muscles of a young child. 


Under proper conditions, however, no 
doubt much might be done in the 
direction of military drill. I have looked 
at school children drilling in Battersea 
Park under sergeants in the Guards, and 


they presented a very creditable appear- 


ance. The movement, however, is one 
which must be developed cautiously 
and on the right lines, and I hope 
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that we shall not rush at once at com- 
pulsory military drill in schools. I 
rejoice greatly that the Government have 
decided to put aside conscription. I am 
sure the country is not ready for it, and I 
consider that the Volunteer movement, if 
properly encouraged, will lift us out of 
our present difficulties and make us 
stronger and better prepared to meet 
difficulties in the future. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): The hon. Member who has 
just spoken has urged the importance of 
every adult man in the United Kingdom 
volunteering in defence of the Empire. 
What does the hon, Member mean by 
the Empire? Does he mean that every 
able-bodied man in Great Britain and 
lreland should volunteer for the purpose 
of going abroad to support an expedition 
set on foot by a Jingo Government! If 
he only means this country, then we all 
agree with him, assuming that it is neces- 
sary to defend it. This country has not 
heen invaded for over eight centuries, 
and we are not likely to have another 
invasion for eight centuries more unless 
we Interfere with other people. The hon. 
Member cited the example of Austria, but 
Austria is in daily fear of invasion, or at 
any rate is daily liable to invasion. No- 
thing but an imaginary line drawn across 
the map distinguishes its boundaries, and 
on that ground it is necessary that it 
shonld have a strong detensive army for 


mvyasion 





the purposes aft repelling al 


There is not the slightest possibility of 
any attack on us. therefore I sar ow 
home defences are sntticient. T dissociate 
mvselt also from what has heen aid hy 
Thy hon. friend the Member for the Wiek 
Burghs He «aie he ‘uppert the 
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resnect ta tho- wal | am not 


wall tell th: 


do zo, and I Committee why 
It I agreed with the proposals of the 
Government, then [ would agree with the 
policy which necessitated this increase. 
[ disagree thoroughly with that policy. 
1 consider the war is absolutely unjust, 
and I believe it is our duty in honour and 
conscience to bring it to a close as SOOn 
as we can. but Tam not willing to vote for 
an additional single man in order to carry 
iton. As tar as my vote goes it will be 
given to indicate that it 1s our duty to 
open negotiations at once, to coufess that 
we are in the wrong, and to dismiss the 
Colonial Secretary and his satellites from 
the service of the Crown, as a guarantee 
that we do not intend to 


Mr. Gray. 
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with the independence of the Transvaal 
in the future. There is no necessity 
for this abnormal increase of the Army as 
long as we carried out the foreign policy 
practised by the Liberal party almost for 
generations. The Army is ample, and it 
would remain ample if we continued the 
foreign policy of Mr. Gladstone, not 
meddling or interfering in the concerns of 
other people, and especially not making 
aggressive movements or organising Jingo 
expeditions against other countries. In 
that case no country in the world would 
raise a finger against us, and the Volun- 
teer and Militia forces alone would be 
quite sufficient for defensive purposes. 
This war has proved that for defensive 
purposes our Army is not only big enough 
but too big. If 40,000 farmers in the 
Transvaal have proved themselves capable 
of resisting the whole force of the British 
Empire, surely the 6,000,000 able-bodied 
men in England would be able to do so 
with the regular Army, if they were given 
the same cause to fight —-namely, in defence 
of their own homes. 

Motion mace, and (Question, ~ That the 
Chairman do report Progress: and ask 
leave to sit) again” (Mr. William 
Ledmond)—ymt and agreed to. 

Committee report 
again To-morrow. 


Progress; to. sit 


OUTDOOR RELIET FRIENDLY 
SOCTETIES) (No. 2?) BILI 
[SEconD READING. |] 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.): I 
bee to move that this Bill be read a 
y time. It consists of only one 
clause, and has the sanetion and approval 
of the friend of thi 


and has peeerved the unanimmou approval 


second 


neietie eountry, 


et the ation »] Contere nee oot i lend 
sovietics. Ut provides that where a board 
ot guardians crants outdoor relief to an) 


member of a friendly society, it shall not 
take into consideration any sum up to 
tive shillings which may have been granted 
ly the society. 

Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck 
ham): At this time of the evening it is 
Impossible to discuss this Bill. [t Is 
perfectly true it is a very small Bill, and 
consists of only two clauses, but it never 
theless interferes very seriously 

It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. Debate to be resumed upon 
Tuesday, 27th February. 

Adjourned at one minute 
alter Twelve of the clock. 
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PETITIONS. 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Ormiston ; 
Oxenford ; Tranent ; Elphingstone ; Pen- 
ston; and Prestongrange ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Horsham ; 


and Manningtree ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 

Two petitions from Manchester, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 
CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE, 1899-1900). 

Estimate presented,-of the further 
amount required in the year ending 31st 
March, 1900, for sundry Colonial Services 
[by Command]; Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[No. 48.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and 

Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2379 

[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE COUNTY OF DURHAM). 
Return ordered, ‘ comprising (1) the 

Reports made to the Charity Com- 

missioners, in the result of an inquiry 

held in every parish wholly or partly 
within the administrative county of 

Durham into Endowments, subject to the 

provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 

1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole 

or in part for the benefit of that county, 

or of any part thereof, together with the 

Reports on those Endowments of the 

Commissioners for inquiring concerning 

Charities, 1818 to 1837; (2) a digest, 

showing in the case of each such parish 

whether any, and, if any, what such 

Endowments are recorded in the books 
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|of the Charity Commissioners in the 
| parish ; and (3) an index, alphabetically 
| arranged, of names and places mentioned 
in the Reports.”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


/INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
OF MONTGOMERY). 

Return ordered, “comprising (1) the 
Xeports made to the Charity Commis- 
sioners in the result of an inquiry held in 
every parish wholly or partly within the 
county of Montgomery into Endowments, 
subject to the provisions of the Charitable 
Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appro- 

' priated in whole or in part for the benefit 
of that county, or of any part thereof, 
together with the Reports on those 
Endowments of the Commissioners for 
inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 
1837; (2) a digest showing, in the case 
of each such parish, whether any, and, if 
any, what such Endowments are recorded 
in the books of the Charity Commis- 
sioners in the parish ; and (3) an Index, 
alphabetically arranged, of names and 
places mentioned in the Reports.”—(J/r. 
(front Luwson.) 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Ordered, That the Order of the 18th 
day of October, 1899, that the Treasury 
Minute under the Superannuation Act, 
1884, relating to Mary Byrne, Post- 
mistress, Beaumaris, do lie upon the 
Table, be read and discharged. 


Ordered, That the said Treasury 
Minute be withdrawn.—(JJ/r. Hunbury). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT 
(1898) AMENDMENT BILL. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg, Sir, 
to move the Second Reading of this Bill, 
and in doing so I must claim the indul- 
gence of this House while I strive to 
explain and justify, if I can, the principles 
contained in it. It is a complex question 
and one presenting great and serious 
difficulties. It is deaigned as an amend- 
ment to the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act that was carried through _ this 
House by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, and I think, 
Sir, there is not one of us on these benches 
who does not regret the cause which has 

3 H 
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led to his absence from the House at this | 


juncture. I must say at the outset that 
that Act was a great and far-reaching 
measure, and I suppose it was as large a 
measure of reform as the right hon. Gen- 
tleman could expect to carry through 
under the circumstances. But from our 
experience of the working of the Act, 
extending over nearly twelve months, 
we are convinced that a number of 
amendments are required to make it a 
thoroughly practical and workmanlike 
measure. Sir, in Ireland we have had to 
Jabour under circumstances of considerable 
difficulty in carrying out the work of 
local government. In England reform in 
local affairs and in local bodies came by 
stages—in Ireland it reached the people 
in a lump. In England you first got 
municipal reform based on household 
suffrage ; then you got county councils 
on a democratic and after some 
years you got parish councils. But the 
way you managed these things for us in 
Ireland was different. All our local bodies 
and institutions were flung into the 
melting pot together, and we got munici 
pal reform, county councils and district 
councils at the same time. Considering 
that the Act started with an almost com- 
plete revolution in the administrative 
loeal bodies, I think Englishmen will ad- 
mit that it is so far creditable to Irish- 
men, after nearly twelve months working, 
under circumstances of great difficulty, 
that so few mistakes made. 
For one thing we have not given much 
work to our friends, the lawyers, in lre- 
land. The complaint that we come here 
to-day to make is not one that we would 
expect to hear from the opposite Benches 

that these bodies are extravagant. Our 
complaint is that it is the central body, 
whose duty it is to supervise these 
local bodies, which is extravagant, and 
which has wasted the money of the tax- 
payers in Ireland. I will not attempt 
to conceal that some of the proposals 
contained in this Bill are drasti¢ proposals, 
but as far as we can they are an attempt 
on our part to bring the laws of local 
government in Ireland into harmony with 
the wishes of the majority of the people, 
and as far as is practicable under the 
different circumstances into harmony with 
the laws of local government as existing 
in England and Scotland. In England 
and Scotland your local government 
Zoards are amenable to the influence 
exercised by the votes of the people in 
Mr, Tully. 


basis ; 


ha ve heen 
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the polling booths. You have in Eng- 
land and Scotland no law for the free 
chartering of armed police on any dis- 
trict of the country at the whim of 
an irresponsible Executive. You have io 
law for compensation for malicious injuries 

for making the ratepayers a kind of in- 
surance society for the property of people 


who will not avail themselves of the 
advantages of insurance. We claim 


equality and equal laws in these matters. 
In Kngland your Local Government 
Board has two members in this House 
who change as each Government is 
changed by the votes of the people. In 
Scotland, the Scotch Local government 
Board has two members in this House, 
the Scotch Secretary and the Scotch 
Solicitor General, who are elected by the 


votes of the people, and change 
with each Government. In [reland 


we have nothing similar. The right hon. 
Gentleman, the Member for Montrose, in 
his speech on the Second Reading of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill, and who 
himself, as Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
was, for a time head of the Irish Local 
Government Board, drew attention to the 
unrepresentative nature of that Board, and 
he emphasised it as a weak point in your 
measure, that you made no provision for 
bringing that Board into harmony with the 
viewsof the people of Lreland, constitution- 
ally expressed. Well, we are striving in 
this Bill to bring about that harmony. We 
propose to set up a Board which will exer- 
cise a certain supervision over the acts of 
the Local Government Board, so far as 
they come into collision with the wishes 
of the local bodies. For precedent we 
have gone to a certain extent to the 
machinery which is to be found in the 
Board of Agriculture Act which was 
passed in this House last year, and which 
provides for an advisory Board ; and you 
have so far demonstrated the practicability 
of the principle of popular control that 
you have provided that eight members of 
the Board of Agriculture are to be 
elected by the county councils and other 
representative people, and four are to be 
nominated by the Department. In the 
Board we propose to set up four members 
are to be elected by the chairmen of the 
thirty-three county councils in Ireland, 
one by the six county boroughs, and two 
are to he appointed by, the Local Govern- 
ment Board. That is\the machinery we 
propose to apply ; and it is simple and 
inexpensive. Here, in England, the views 
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of the county councils are to this 
extent recognised—-that you have passed 
a County Councils Association Act, 
an Act by which the county councils 
can pay the expenses of that association 
out of the rates. We have no such 
body, recognised by statute, in Ireland. 
We propose to set up this new 
Board under the name of the Board 
of Control, which was the name 
of a good old fossilised body which 
existed in Ireland previous to the 
passing of the Local Government Act, 
which did away with it. We have, how- 
ever, no objection to the name, and we 
would take it again if we got the powers 
tempered by the restraints exercised by 
vote by ballot. Well, Sir, the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland is, as I have said, 
entirely out of touch with the people ; 
and the effect of the Act of 1898 was to 
widen the gulf that separates the Local 
Government Board in Ireland from what 
[ might call the ratepaying classes in 
Ireland. Under the old state of things, 
before the passing of the Act, the land- 
lords paid half the rates ; but under the 
Act they have been relieved from that 
responsibility. Solong as the landlords 
paid their share of the rates we had no 
complaint against the Local Government 
Board in regard to increasing the 
rates; but the moment the landlords 
as landlords ceased to pay rates we 
find a complete change come over 
the spirit of the Local Government 
Board. We find that instead of that 
body checking waste and extravagance, 
it is doing everything in its power to 
encourage wasteful and extravagant ex- 
penditure. When we find this going on, 


Act (1898) 


we cannot help entertaining the suspicion 


that perhaps the Local Government 
Board, in striving to make local self- 
government expensive, are at the same 
time striving to make it unpopular. 
Well, Sir, when the Local Government 
Act was passed, you proceeded to 
strengthen that body ; and the executive, 
by way of promoting harmony between 
them and the people of Ireland, selected 
a gentleman (Mr. Richard Bagwell) as an 
additional member of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. He was a gentleman who 
had spent his time as a Unionist pamph- 
leteer, reviling our people, and actually 
libelling Irish Members who sat upon 
these benches. Well, one of the first pub- 


lic acts of Mr. Bagwell wastomake a speech 
denouncing the very Act under which he 
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held office as a salaried servant of the 
Crown! Now what is it we find in Ire- 
land since the Local Government Board 
set to work to increase the cost of 
administration? We find that no more 
roads are to he mended; we find that no 
more paupers are to be supported in the 
workhouses ; and no more lunaties are to 
be cared for in the asylums. The system 
of keeping the accounts has been simpli- 
fied by substituting county rating and 
union rating for the old system of baronial 
rating and divisional rating, and although 
the clerical work has been thus reduced, 
the Local Government Board has in nearly 
every county in Ireland doubled the 
salaries of the officials. That is what 
we complain of, and the same complaint is 
made not only in the south and west, but 
also in the north of Ireland. In the 
county with which I am acquainted, the 
secretary was paid a salary of £293 by 
the Grand Jury-—that was all that came 
out of the ratepayers’ pockets—and he 
also levied fees off the road contractors. 
Although the county paid for the printing, 
he charged them fees for tender forms 
and specifications, and while there was 
no statute to authorise these charges, 
these fees were levied off contractors by the 
Grand Jury officials all over Ireland. We 
offered our secretary £700 a year on 
condition that he did all the work, and 
paid any accountant and clerks he needed. 
The Local Government Board step in and 
say chat the gentleman who got £293 
from the Grand Jury must now get £600 
a year, and we must besides pay an 
accountant and clerks to do all the work, 
while he need not do anything at all. 
That is a typical instance of what the 
Local Government Board are doing 
all over Ireland. It is true of Kerry 
in the south, and it is true of Fer- 
managh in the north, where the Unionist 
county council adopted even a stronger 
resolution of protest than we did in 
Roscommon in the west, and my hon. 
friend (Mr. Jordan) will bear me out in 
this matter. What they have done in 
raising salaries in the case of the county 
council officials, the Local Government 
Board have also done in the case of the 
district council and poor law officials. 
The other day a member of an English 
council told me that his experience of 
officials was that their one aim in life 
after they are appointed is to study how 
they will get an increase of salary, and if 
one of them sees an official in a neigh- 
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bouring union or council getting more 
salary than he does, he concentrates all 
his energies to induce his paymasters to 
bring him to the same level. What is 
true of officials in England is true of 
Ireland, and the Locai Government 
Board, perhaps, in raising salaries whole- 
sale wish to attach to themselves all the 
devotion and all the support of every 
otticial under all the new bodies. They 
have carried this principle so far that in 
one case, where an official was found con- 
tent with his salary, they msistea on his 
taking £10 more than he asked for. This 
was in Abbeyleix Union, and the Clerk 
there has been obliged to accept a higher 
salary than he thought fair himself. 
I am glad the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury is present, because there is one 
point to which I wish to direct his 
attention, namely, as affecting the com- 
pensations which have been granted by 
the Local Government Board. In the 
union witn which I am acquainted, it 
was part of the clerk’s duties to check the 
rate collectors’ accounts once a fortnight. 
The Local Government Board issue an 
order that where the clerks of union do 
this work now, although it was part of 
their former duties, they must get 5s. per 
hundred ratings, and in the case to which 
I refer this came to £45 a year. The 
clerk claimed that he had lost £10 a year 
as returning officer and £12 a year under 
the Cattle Diseases Act, and the Local 
Government Board sanction his claim 


for £110 compensation for  dim- 
inution of income, although he 
had already got £45 extra” as 


I have described, and then the Local 
Government Board come in and say he 
must get £80 a year for his new duties 
under the district council, although this 
new work replaces the ‘uties that were 
transferred from him. Half this com- 
pensation for diminution of income is to 
come out of money controlled by the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury. In 
Belmullet Union the same th'ng was 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board, but I believe the Imperial 
Treasury have come in and toid the Local 
Government Board that although they 
may fire away the money of the Irish 
ratepayers they are not going to fire away 
the money of the Imperial Treasury. | 
am afraid that nearly all these com- 
pensations have now been paid, but I hope 
the hon. Gentleman will make some in- 
quiry into the matter, and he will find 


Mr. Tully. 
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cases just as extraordinary as those I have 


'quoted.. The reason I have given these 


details is in order to make out a ease, as 
it strikes us in [reland,.why. we want con- 
trol or some check on this body of 
gentlemen in Dublin who are appointed 
by English parties, who are entirely 


irresponsible to Irish opinion, and! 
who ignore and flout us. I will 
deal with a few of the other 
acts of the Local Government Board 


since the new bodies have taken. office: 
Of the object of the first matter to which 
I will refer I do not complain; the 
object was a worthy one, but I object to 
the means adopted by the Local. Govern- 
ment Board to attain that object. I 
refer to the Board’s action with regard to 
dispensary doctors. I, for one, think 
dispensary doctors in Ireland. have been 
ill-paid, badly paid. In some cases their 
salary has not been more than the wages 
of an ordinary skilled mechanic. What 
I complain of is that the Local Govern- 
ment Board issued an ukase under: 
Section 12 of the Act of 1851, breaking 
the contracts these doctors had with the 
new bodies, and ordering that they should 
have an increase of salary, without any 
regard to local feeling. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): The hon. Gentleman is under some 
misapprehension ; there is no increase of 
salary. 


*Mr. TULLY: There is an _ extra 
expense, which is the same thing to the 
ratepayers. 

No: hon.. 


Mi. ATKINSON : the 


Gentleman is mistaken. 


*Mr. TULLY: I will explain it to the 
right hon. Gentleman ; I know all about it. 
I often hear the sacredness of the right of 
contract referred to in this House. The 
contracts which the Irish doctors had. 
with the Irish unions were that they 
were to give twelve months’ work for 
twelve months’ pay. But the Loeal 
Government Board come in and _ say, 
“No; we will give you thirteen months’ 
pay for eleven months’ work, because each 
ductor acted as locum tencus for his neigh- 
hour.’ Thatishow it has practically worked. 
out inourunion. Under this order of the 
Board the doctors are given a month’s leave 
of absence, and, whether we. like it or not,, 
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1473 Act (1898) 
we must pay the salaries ef ithe locum 
tenens for that period. I do not object to 
the doctors getting a month’s holiday ; I 
-do not object even to the expense caused 


by it; but I do object to the means by , 


which the Local Government Board did 
it. Although the Board had this power 
from 1851, they did not put it into force 
until the landlords had been relieved of 
paying their portion of the poor rate. 
Another question which has caused a great 
eal of discussion in Ireland is one the 
object of which also is philanthropic—the 
question of trained nurses. I voted with 
the Government for the clause myself, 
but I never thought it would be utilised 
in the manner it has been. There was to 
be a trained nurse employed in each 
union, under rules prescribed by 
the Local Government Board. — In- 
fluenced by some of those subterranean 
influences which exist in Dublin, the 
Board drafted the rules in such a way 
that they deliberately excluded the very 
best class of nurses in the Catholic parts 
of Ireland—they shut out the nuns, 
and made this sphere of work a 
close preserve for nurses coming from 
hospitals in Dublin, one of which is a 
limited liability company paying regular 
dividends. As half the salary is not 
recouped to the unions unless the 
appointment is made under _ these 
prescribed rules, it is almost impos- 
sible, unless the guardians incur heavy 
financial liability, to have sisters of mercy 
as nursing officers. The effect of the 
rules is that in order to be a trained 
nurse in a workhouse a lady must 
spend three or four years in a city 
hospital, and we know that when a lady 
has spent that time in the city she will 
hardly'be content to remain very long ina 
little country town. The result is that 
these nurses flit from one union to 
another, and the Local Government Board 
sanction it, and permit this kind of thing 
to go on. In our union we decided to 
give the salaries on a sliding scale, so 
that the longer the nurse stopped the 
bigger salary she would get. 
our advertisements on that line. 


The 


Local Government Board, however, would | 


not agree to these advertisements, but 
they actually wrote down to say that if 
we would issue our advertisements in the 
form they thought right they would send 
them to the nurses they had on a special 
list. Although we had been advertising 
for a number of months without getting 
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| a reply, it was then for the first time that 
we discovered the existence of this little 
‘list and were able to get a reply. We 
wanted to have Catholic nurses, it being a 
Catholic district, but the reply we got 
from the “little list ” of the Local Govern- 
ment Board was from a lady in an 
English rectory, who was asked to come 
over to a little country town in the west of 
Ireland and settle down there as a trained 
nurse. We have also found that the 
Board have another “little list” in regard 
to the question of analysts of medicines. 
One of the provisions of the Act was that 
the unions would not be recouped half 
the cost of medicines unless the medicines 
were analysed by a qualified analyst. We 
had had a county analyst for years, to 
whom the county paid £25 a year, a sum 
which covered all his duties. As soon as 
the Loca! Government Act was passed 
we had a letter from the Local Govern- 
ment Board intimating that we should 
not be recouped half the cost of medicines 
unless we appointed a special analyst, 
Some of the unions advertised, and got 
gentlemen to tender to do the work 
at very nominal sums, but the Board 
would not sanction their appointment. 
Then to our great surprise we found 
they had a little list of five or six gentle- 
men, and unless we accepted the terms of 
these gentlemen we could not get the ap- 
pointment sanctioned. In our county, 
one of those gentlemen, perhaps the most 
distinguished member of the profession in 
Ireland, Sir Charles Cameron, had made 
his bargain with the different unions in 
the county, and instead of getting £25, 
for which he had been willing to do 
the work, under the Grand Jury, 
he would have made about £300 a 
year. We, as a county council, were not 
going to have the ratepayers treated in 
that way, and we interfered, and decided 
that unless he would accept £50 and do 
all the work of the unions, we would re- 
move him as county analyst. He agreed, 
cancelled his bargain, and took our offer. 
That was another instance in which the 
Board had a little list, but how do we 
know that in other appointments we may 
have to make they have not other little 
lists introducing similar conditions ? 
The Government have refused to give us 
a Catholic University in Ireland, and 
while we have got a semblance of local 
government, how do we know but by 
insisting on certain University tests for 
candidates, our Catholic fellow-country- 
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men will be excluded, and we may have 
to still appoint the same old _ parties 
who have monopolised all — these 
things in the past! These are some 
of the reasons upon which I justify 
our claim to have a board of control in 
Ireland elected by representatives of the 
ratepayers, and if a county council ora 
district council appeals to this board they 
will have power to make an order. Clause5 
deals with demands ordered by a judge of 
assize. There is an obvious misprint 
here which makes it somewhat obscure. 
This clause deals with what are known as 
imperative presentments, but the par- 
ticular clause to which we take exception 
is the one dealing with the free quarter- 
ing of extra police on different districts. 
There is no such power in England or 
Scotland, and in those countries the 
Executive have no power to quarter police 
on any part of the country they please. 
This clause is introduced to bring about 
an equality of the law of Ireland with the 
law of England and Scotland, and its 
object is to have some control over 
the action and whims of an irresponsible 
Executive, and to prevent the free quarter- 
ing of any police on particular districts. 
In this matter we ask for equality between 
the law of Ireland and England and Scot- 
land. Irishmen get more than a share of 
their equality when taking the risks 
of the battlefield. We ask for some 
equality in the blessings of peace. 
Clause 6 deals with the question of money 
and rates. Of course we ask for money 
in this Bill. There is a saying in Ireland 
“That every aristocrat’s stick has a silver 
top,’ and “That every sermon ends in 
money.” We ask that there may be some 
equality between the treatment given to 
English occupiers and to Irish occupiers. 
In England, when you gave the agricul- 
tural grant to the English occupiers, they 
got the full benefit of it. But in Ireland, 
when you gave the Agricultural Grant, 
you voted one half of it directly into the 
pockets of the landlords. All we ask is 
that Irish occupiers shall get the full 
henetit of the Agricultural Grant, and the 
amount we ask for is something slightly 
in excess of what the landlords are getting 
under the Agricultural Grant. At the 
passing of the Act, you promised us three 
quarters of a million; you have only 
given us £722,000. In that charac- 
teristic manner in which you give 
doles from your Imperial Treasury you 
have “docked” us of £25,000 from the 
Mr, Tully. 
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sum you promised at the passing of this 


Act. In the county where I am on the: 


new bodiesthe Local Government Board are 
giving their attention to preparing lists of 
favourite officials instead of giving us 
information of finance affecting the rates 
of the county. As far as I can make out 
in our county—and I had the assistance 
of a distinguished financier who examined 
the figures—I found from our scrutiny 
that, so far as we could make out the 
returns, we were about £1,000 short 
compared with what we should have got 
under the Agricultural Grant. I find 
that the Most Rev. Dr. Kelly has 
gone very carefully into these figures, 
as they affect the Asylum grants, 
and he finds that the Imperial Treasury 
have deprived us of a great deal of money 
which we were entitled to at the pass- 
ing of the Local Government Act. He 
says 

‘- In October, 1897, the British Treasury had 
received £159,00v of [rish money from the Irish 
publicans. ‘That amount was a payment for 
twelve months. Out of that payment the 
British Treasury had defrayed the expenses of 
Irish Asylums only for three months up to the 
end of the year 1897, and then shifted the 
burden to the Irish Taxation Account. What 
right had the Treasury to receive and retain 
twelve months’ income, while defraying only 
three months’ liabilities ?” 


That is the statement of the manner in 
which we have been treated in regard to: 
the Agricultural Grant to which we were- 
entitled according to the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman on the opposite 
bench. Asa private Member I could not, 
of course, introduce any Bill which would 
mean a draft on the Consolidated Fund, 
but I have mentioned the Irish Church 
surplus. Inthe Queen’s Speech you were 
striving to give that fund to.the landlords, 
most of whom are absentees from Ireland, 
and are a worthless class who are no. use 
to you now that you are in a difficulty. | 
contend that it is far better that this. 
money, if it is to be given in relief of 
rates, should be given in the Irish towns 
and on farm buildings. [| think there is 
a wide difference to be drawn upon this 
question of buildings and their rating in 
Ireland and England. England is a 
manufacturing country, while Lreland is 
an agricultural country, and the little 
towns live on the agricultural industry, 
and when it is depressed, they are de- 
pressed. It is not so.in England, where 
you depend on manaufacturing industries. 
Therefore, buildings. in Ireland should nat 
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be treated on the same lines and principles 
which are applied to themin England and 
Scotland. If this money is voted, it 
should be voted in relief of the 
buildings on farms and in relief of 
the rates in the towns in Ireland. 
I am sure you could not give the money 
from the Imperial Treasury to a better 
purpose than that of enabling public 
hodies in Ireland to apply it to matters 
dealing with the health of the -people, 
sanitation, waterworks, and the building 
of better houses for the artisans. You 
could not vote money for a better pur- 
pose than that of enabling these public 
bodies to go on with this work of im- 
proving the towns of Ireland. The next 
clause is one by which we propose that 
the rates of any hereditament under £4 
valuation, if twothirds of the county 
council or urban council decree it, shall 
be levied on the landlord, as was the case 
in the past. There is nothing very novel 
in this proposal. The hon. Gentleman 
the Member for North Belfast introduced 
a clause in the Local Government Bill by 
which he applied this very provision to 
county boroughs, and it is now the 
law, and we = simply ask that the 
powers of that clause shall be extended 
from the boroughs in Ireland to the 
county councils and urban councils, be- 
cause most of the poverty exists in the 
small villages in Lreland. I have seen 
since the change came into operation 
that the rating authorities have had to 
go to the houses of the very poorest 
people and claim rates which are in 
many cases equal to the entire earnings 
of thefamily for a single week, and many ot 
them have had to go without food on that 
account. We cannot levy rates on poor 
washerwomen, and people living in 
wretched hovels. The result is that 
such rates have to be levied on 
the solvent ratepayers. Consequently 
the owners of this slum property 
and there is no property pays 
so well, for they make more profit out of 
slum property than decent houses 
escaped their rates and put them on to 
the other ratepayers. This proposal is 
already the law in some parts of Ireland, 
and that law should be clearly and equit- 
ably extended to the whole country. We 
put on a check that this power can only 
be exercised by a two-thirds majority. 
There is also in the Bill a minor proposal 
dealing with the urban districts which 
become urban authorities. If a town in 
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Ireland proposes to become an urban 
| sanitary authority, only one-fourth of the 
rates fall on the lands and the other 
three-fourths fall on the occupier. That 
is a small question, but it has prevented 
those people in Ireland becoming urban 


authorities, and I think it should 
be the policy to encourage urban 
authorities that are inclined towards 
progress and improvement. ‘Then 


we have another clause, which states 
that the contributory areas for special 
sanitary charges shall be determined 
by the district council. At present 
these are only fixed with the sanction 
of the Local Government Board. When 
special sanitary work was done for a 
special district, the old rule was that the 
expense should be charged to the area 
which derives the benefit of it. The 
Local Governmert Board does not care 
about doubling salaries, but if a parish 
pump has to be provided that Board steps 
in and says that in the interests of 
economy they cannot sanction it—that 
it would complicate the book-keeping, and 
cause more expense. The result is that 
they put an embargo and a block on all 
sanitary improvement. | When the Local 
Government Board talk of economy it 
reminds me of Mark Twain’s saying, “ It 
would almost make a cast-iron dog laugh.” 
And now as to the exclusion of clergy- 
men from our local boards: the clause 
proposed in this Bill is copied from the 
English County Council Act of 1883. 
We say that the present law excluding 
the clergy—who, after all, in Ireland are 
in a great majority priests—is a slur upon 
them. It is a re-enacting of the old penal 
laws ; it is monstrous, and | shall always 
protest against it. The next clause deals 
with the question of the magistrates 
in Ireland. It is copied nearly word 
for word from the English Act, and 
we claim the equality of Ireland 
with England. We say that the 
magistrates in Ireland appointed by 
the votes of the people shouid be as 
independent as the magistrates elected 
by the votes of the people in England. If 
a magistrate commits himself, or is guilty 
of some act of indiscretion, we say, let 
him be tried as a magistrate in England 
is tried, in open court, but do not let him 
be tried in secret by the Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland. The next question we have 
to deal with is the use of court-houses, 
schoolrooms, and other buildings, the ex- 
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rates. This clause iscopied fromthe Scotch 
Act. In Scotland you can hold meetings 
in any room built out of the public rates. 
There is no restriction as to class or 
political opinion. I have myself addressed 
an Trish Nationalist meeting in a 
public building in Scotland, got 
under this clause by Irish Nationalists 
residing there, but if I ge over to 
Ireland I am prevented from doing so. 
Now, I say in a matter like that we should 
have equality of treatment, and that the 
Irish should not have this badge of in- 
feriority put on them. The question of the 
use of court houses in Ireland has become 
acute during the last few months, and I 
am aware that a great deal of the trouble 
about it was stirred up by a secret cir- 
cular issued to the sheriffs by Dublin 
Castle. It was all because the green flag 
had been hoisted above a court-house, and 
the circular commanded the sheriffs to in- 
terfere. Inthe county I represent I heard 
the sheriff—-who is a gentleman, who 
has lived in England a considerable time, 
and for that reason has, perhaps, more 
common-selise—say : 

“You may hang thegreen flag from every pane 
of glass in the building so far as Lam concerned, 
but [ have been directed by Dublin Castle, and 
I must obey my instructions, to prevent you 
decorating the court-house, if you call it a 
decoration, with the green flag.” 


If I ask for the use of a court-house for 
the purpose of political meetings it is 
looked upon as a blasphemy, whereas in 
Scotland you are allowed to hold such 
meetings in court-houses, schoolrooms, 
or any public building erected out of the 
rates. When vou draw this hard and 
fast line how does it work out in Ireland ? 
In the principal cities and large towns, 
where politics are supposed to be worked 
up to fever heat, you have town-halls, 
built out of the public rates, where meet- 
ings can be held, either national or Tory, 
and all kinds of polities talked ; but in the 
little country towns, where the court-house 
is the only building large enough for 
any public meeting, and where life is 
sad and dull enough, Dublin Castle steps 
in, prevents a meeting being held, and 
the court-house remains empty as if it 
were sacrosanct. I say that it is a 
monstrous thing. I know that a 
creamery society, promoted by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Vice-President of the 
new Board of Agriculture in Ireland, was 
actually put out of a court-house. In 


my own union we have allowed the meet- 
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Board room, and I suppose the Local 
Government Board will come down 
upon us and turn them out. We are com- 
pelled under the law passed in 1898 
to hold quarterly meetings of the 
district council, at which the public 
have a right by statute to admission. 
At these meetings the road contractors 
are appointed, and hundreds have to 
attend with their sureties. When in 
Strokestown, in my county, the district 
council went to discharge this public 
duty, they found the door of the court 
house barred and bolted against them, and 
all because they did not issue a placard 
summoning the meeting, stating that it 
was held by permission of the sheriff. 
The district councils replace the old 
presentment sessions, which always held 
their meetings in the court house, but 
because the councils are elected by the 
votes of the people, and because their 
members are drawn from a different class 
to the old presentment sessions, they 
cannot hold their meetings unless they 
put on their placards the badge ot 
inferiority, ‘ We meet .by permission of 
the sheriff.” We find that rooms in 
these court-houses are used, and have 
been used for years, for the meetings of 
the local Freemason lodges and as rent 
offices, and recently the Sligo court-house 
was used for the sheriff's family ball. | 
shall very briefly refer to the remain- 
ing proposals of the Bill. One 
of them deals with the question 
of the width of roads. In the old 
days the grand juries made all the roads 
for the convenience of the districts in 
which they themselves lived, and the 
more populous districts——the mountains, 
bogs and swamps into which the poor 
were driven—were left without sufficient 
road accommodation. The people were 
compelled to pay for the beautiful roads 
leading to the deserted houses of land- 
lords, while they themselves had né roads 
leading to their villages. The greatest 
amount of inconvenience is caused by this 
want of roads. Corpses have to be 
carried over ditches and fields, and clergy- 
men and doctors have to travel through 
fields to many houses. According to the 
Act new roads must be sixteen feet wide, 
and we ask power to make roads in the 
poorer districts twelve feet wide. It is 
in the interests of economy, as four 
feet makes a_ great difference in 
the amount of land required. In 
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Devonshire and also in France there 
are narrow lanes, and all we ask is that 
instead of an arbitrary rule being fixed it 
should be left to the discretion of the 
county councils to make roads of any 
any width not less than twelve feet. Of 
course in such roads stopping places can 
be provided, as in Devonshire, to allow 
carts to pass, and no objection to the pro- 
posal can be taken on that ground. 
Another proposal in the Bill provides for 
direct labour. Jn some counties this pro- 
posal has not been served by the indis- 
creet advocacy of some new found friends 
of labour drawn from the camp of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. We think that it is 
an important question if we are to have 
good roads in Ireland. In England and 
Scotland the local bodies can employ 
labour direct to make or repair roads, 
and we claim the same right in 
Ireland. The grand juries were tied up 
by the contract system. [t was probably 
one of the necessities of the case, because 
they only met twice a year. But the new 
bodies meet more often—the district 
councils meet nearly every week-—and 
there would be perfect supervision and no 
abuse if labour were directly employed. 
When the new bodies were elected the 
contractors, who had — systematically 
neglected the roads under the grand 
juries, imagined they had nothing more 
to do except to incur the inconvenience of 
coming to the meetings of the councils 
for their cheques. We could not find our 
way to agree to that arrangement, and 
we were not going to put up with 
high rates and bad roads. We put 
down our foot, and the contractors 
howled when we insisted that there should 
be good roads. Under one of the pro- 
visions of the Act I was, fortunately, able 
to secure five miles of road for direct 
labour. The ratepayers thought we were 
going to rob them, but the result was 
that we had better roads than we ever 
had before. The contractors became 
frightened, they believed the labourers 
would compete against them for the 
roads, and contractors who had never 
swept the roads betore are now buy- 
ing brushes. I think, therefore, that 
the new bodies in Ireland ought to 
have the power to employ direct labour. 
Another clause in the Bill deals with 
provisional orders. It may seem a con- 
tradiction that the first part of the Bill 
provides that the powers of the Local 
Government Board should be curtailed, 
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whereas the last clause proposes that 
provisional orders made by them should 
not require the sanction of Parliament. 
It is, however, a very real hardship, and 
we ask that when a Provisional Order is 
made by the Local Government Board it 
ought to be accepted. In one town I 
know we are promoting a scheme for the 
better housing of artisans. In that town 
a penny in the £ produces only £18, and 
because of some difficulties in Chancery, 
although there is no opposition we must 
get compulsory powers and come to Par- 
liament to have the Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board confirmed. 
I say we should get some modification of 
the law in that respect. Another pro- 
vision in the Bill proposes the total aboli- 
tion of claims for malicious injuries. 
Such claims have always been a fraud 


and a sham, and no. similar power 
exists in England or Scotland. We 
claim equality in the matter. Why 


cannot property be insured, as in this 
country, against injuries which are only 
too often inflicted in the interests of the 
owners? I must apologise for having 
taken up so much of the time of the 
House. As I said at the beginning, this 
is a very complex question, and one full 
of grave and serious difficulties, especially 
when we are compelled to bring it for- 
ward by way of Bill. But owing to the 
new rules of Supply we have been de- 
prived of the opportunity of debating 
the action of the Local Government 
Board in connection with the adminis- 
tration ot the new Act, and accordingly 
the Board has escaped the criticism 
it should receive from the repre. 
sentatives of the people in Parliament. 
I do not know whether I can appeal to 
hon. Gentlemen opposite to give this Bill 
favourable consideration. Perhaps if the 
riglit hon. Gentleman, whose absence we 
all deplore, had been present and had 
been able to listen to the case we submit 
he would consider it, and perhaps embody 
some of the reforms we ask for in the law 
of the land. Notice of opposition to the 
Second Reading has been put down by an 
hon. Gentleman opposite, who, as faras I 
know, has never been in Ireland in his 
life. Because we ask for equality in the 
law as between England and Ireland the 
hon. Gentleman, who knows little or 
nothing about Irish affairs, blocks our Bill, 
and I suppose the big battalions of the 
Government will fling it out later on. I 
heard one of the military Members oppo- 
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site say, yesterday, what he would not 
give for 100,000 Irishmen in the present 
crisis of English affairs. To begin with, 
will he give us this Bill, which hurts no 
Imperial interest, and is a mere fragment 
of the rights we are entitled to? Very pro- 
hably that hon. and gallant Gentleman will 
be found in the lobby against us this even- 
ing, and as long as our reasonable demands 
are treated in this way you need not ex- 
pect us to take that sympathetic interest 
in your troubles that you now appear to 
require from us, 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): My task 
in seconding the motion will be very easy, 
considering the brilliant manner in which 
my hon. friend has treated this question 
and the number of details into which he 
has gone. Ithink the experience of 
every Irish Member in this House is that 
very seldom does a measure affecting 
[reland pass into law which is perfect, 
and it is tor the purpose of endeavouring 
to repair some of the cracks and flaws, 
and to supply omissions in the Local 
Government Act of 1898 that my hon. 
friend has drafted the little Bill, the First 
Reading of which he has just moved. 
After twelve months’ working of this 
Act we have discovered in it defects 
which it is necessary to remedy, and, in 
view of the admirable manner in which 
the county and districts councils have 
discharged their duties under it, I do 
hope we shall obtain from the Attorney 
General for Ireland some assurance that 
the Government are prepared to give 
favourable consideration to our proposals. 
It must be admitted that, after all, when 
the Bill passed into law it was not much 
more than a mere skeleton. It took 
the Local Government Board a long time 
to fill up the crevices and to put some 
clothing upon it. That clothing is still 
ill-titting. ‘To show how little regard was 
paid to the Bill when it was _ passing 
through this House I may point out that 
one of its provisions was that the urban 
council elections should take place on 
Sunday, the 15th January, and this, not 
unnaturally, caused a great deal of un- 
easiness among the people of Ireland, who 
were shocked at the idea that the sanctity 
of the Sabbath was thus to be desecrated. 
[ admit that the error was remedied, and 
that the elections were held ona Monday. 
3ut that does not do away with the fact 
that there were a great many _heart- 
lurnings on the point among the Irish 
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people. Seeing that this Act embodies 
the Grand Jury, the Poor Law Relief, 
and many other Acts, it is not to be won- 
dered at that there are defects to be found 
in it, and I believe that if the Govern- 
ment were to accept the measure of my 
hon. friend it would rectify many of those 
defects, and ensure much more smooth 
working in the future. I think the sug- 
gestion of my hon. friend the Member for 
South Leitrim, to establish a Board of 
Control, is a very happy one. At the 
present moment there is no such board. 
The whole of the work falls on the Local 
Government Board, and, from my ex- 
perience of more than twenty years 
in connection with boards of  guar- 
dians and other local bodies, I 
must say that the Local Government 
Board is unsympathetic and unrepresenta- 
tive of the feelings of the Irish people. 
It is for the purpose of endeavouring to 
secure some representation of the people 
that this provision has been introduced 
into the Bill, Ido not see how a Board 
of Control could do the least harm. It 
would be representative of the four great 
provinces of Ireland, as well as of the 
cities and boroughs, and inasmuch as the 
Local Government Board would have two 
members upon it, I cannot see where any 
injury is to come in from the acceptance 
of the provision. I believe, on the con- 
trary, it would give the Irish people 
confidence in the working of the Act, and 
at the same time it would relieve the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland of some of 
his too numerous duties. We all regret 
that the right hon. Gentleman is not here 
to-day ; we regret, too, the cause of his 
absence. We all hope that he will be 
back before long. But we cannot be sur- 
prised at his being laid up, considering 
the arduous work he is called upon to 
perform. He is suffering from what we 
may calla sweating system. He has to 
appear in so many different capacities 
that it is surprising he should ever be able 
to fulfil all his duties. Whether rightly or 
wrongly, theidea has grown up in theminds 
of the frish people that the Local Govern- 
ment Act is being worked in such a way 
as to discredit them. There is no hanger- 
on of the Local Government Board who 
is not flouting the voices of the represen- 
tatives of the people. They dictate terms 
to those representatives, and, in fact, so 
great has been the increase in salaries 
‘through the intervention of the Local 

| Government Board that the Act will be of 
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very little use to the people for a great | 


many years to come. My hon. friend has 
cited a number of instances in which the 
Local Government Board have interfered 
and increased salaries, and have flouted 
the views of the representatives of the 
people on the local hoards of Ireland. _ It 
is unnecessary for me, therefore, to bring 
forward any further cases to prove the 
unrebutable case which my hon. friend 
has placed before you. I will, however, 
refer to one. The Castleblaney Board of 
Guardians quite recently was called upon 
to appoint a clerk to the union, and they 
tixed a salary which they deemed adequate 
for the performance of the duties. But 
the Local Government Board for three 
months refused to sanction that salary, 
although during the whole of the interval 
the guardians were plagued with appli- 
cants for the post at the salary they 
had fixed. Why should guardians, who 
know the wants of a district, and 
exactly what the duties of an officer 
are, be thus interfered with by the 
Local Government Board! Then there is 
the case of the dispensary doctors’ holi- 
days. An order—TI say nothing as to 
whether it is right or wrong-—has heen 
issued by the Local Government Board 
upon this subject, and I would ask why 
should boards of guardians be coerced in 
this matter! Our workhouses have been 
lmilt for at least fifty years, and it is an 
extraordinary thing that it is only when 
the landlords are relieved of the duty of 
paying half the poor rates that the Local 
Government Board come forward and 
compel boards of guardians to give holi- 
days to the doctors. I put a question to 
the Chief Secretary on this subject the 
other day, and asked whether the board 
of guardians had been consulted in the 
matter. The answer was in the negative. 
When later on I asked if it were not a 
fact that the giving of these holidays 
involved an expenditure of from £15,000 
to £20,000, the right hon. Gentleman did 
not deny it, but he pointed out that it 
only represented about half a farthing in 
the pound of the ratepayers’ money. But 
surely the fact of the cost being so small 
does not justify the refusal to recoup 
boards of guardians for an outlay as to 
the necessity for which they were never 


consulted. If a doctor falls sick he is 


entitled to have a substitute appointed in 
addition. 
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*THE SECRETARY to tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
' RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): Why net? 
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Mr. DALY : I am not disputing that. 
But I am contending that this is a matter: 
which ought to be left in the hands of 
boards ef guardians. Why did not the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone advocate 
this change before the landlords escaped 
paying half the poor rates ? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The hon. 
Member is speaking in ignorance of the 
facts. For years before I occupied a seat 
on this front bench I brought in a Bill 
for the better treatment of dispensary 
doctors in Ireland, and it would have 
been passed but for the opposition of a 
few of the hon. Members opposite. 


Mr. DALY: It is extraordinary how 
the opposition of Members on this side 
of the House prevailed when the land- 
lords were in power. The moment they 
got out of power our opposition becomes 
of no effect. The hon. Member talks 
about my ignorance of the facts, but it 
seems to me that he thought it a good 
thing to go before the country and say, 
“]T am in favour of holidays for the 
doctors, and I will bring in a Bill to 
secure them, knowing as I do that so 
long as the landlords are in power it can 
be brushed aside by the opposition of a 
few Nationalist Members, but the moment 
the Local Government Act is passed the 
Irish Members need not be consulted, and 
the thing can be done.” Why, I again 
ask, did not the hon. Gentleman do it 
before the landlords were relieved of the 
payment. of half the poor rates ? I believe 
that if he had been as zealous in push- 
ing this matter forward before the Local 
Govirnment Act was passed as he now 
is, the result would have been that we 
should have got a much larger grant 
from the Government. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: All the Bills I 
introduced were before the Local Govern- 
ment Act was passed, when the landlords 
paid half the poor rate, and I repeat, 
though the majority of the Irish Members 
were in favour of them, a few Members 
opposite successfully opposed them. 


Mr. DALY: I hope the hon. Gentle- 


| man has improved his opinion by the ex- 
| planation. 


At the same time I am un- 
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convinced, I accept the explanation for 
what it is worth, and put the cloak of 
sincerity over it in charity. He did his 
best under the circumstances. Since the 
passage of the Local Government Act the 
Local Government Board have issued 
orders for making workhouses into a sort 
of high-class hotel. This has only been 
done since the rates fell upon tenants and 
occupiers, and the landlords consequently 
escape. The Local Government Board 
know so little about the country districts 
that they tar them all with the same 
brush. They do not know which treat 
the poor well and which do not, so they 
issue the same hard and fast rule to the 
whole of the boards of guardians. I say the 
board of guardians of which I am a mem- 
ber has not been well treated, and that the 
benefits received from the Agricultural 
Grant will be scarcely noticed in that dis- 
trict. The average cost on the rates is 
ls. 1d. in the £, and after receiving the 
Agricultural Grant the increases we had to 
make one way and the other very nearly 
absorbed it. Then as to the clerks of the 
unions in Ireland who had to keep the 
union rating, all that has now been trans- 
ferred to the county council, but the 
Local Government Board says the salaries 
of those gentlemen are not to be less than 
before, though they perform less duties. 
In some instances there have been in- 
creases of salary. The hon. Gentleman 
need not shake his head. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not question 
the hon. Gentleman’s statement, but I 
deny that any salary has been increased 
whilst the duty has been decreased. 


Mr. DALY: I will now pass on to a 
grievance much felt in Ireland, namely, 
élergymen not being allowed to be 
members of boards of guardians. In a 
great many districts they are the largest 
ratepayers, and it is shocking that the 
largest ratepayer and generally the best 
educated man in the district should be 
said to be not qualified to act on the 
board of guardians or the district 
council, when those who cannot write 
their own names are qualified. I would 
rather have a clergyman on the council 
than his nominee, for there may be some 
reason in arguing with him, but if any 
man is brought in as his nominee he will 
not budge a sixteenth of an inch, what- 
ever reason you bring to bear. This is 
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ence of the work of the Local Government 
Act. There is one other matter I would 
like to refer to, and that is that the rate- 
payers of Ireland who pay the salary can- 
not appoint the court-house porter. Is it 
any wonder that we are not satisfied, and 
have grave suspicion of the laws which 
are made for us in this House? This Bill 
may amend some of the errors of the 
Local Government Act ; itis a very useful 
Bill, and it would smooth away many 
difficulties in the working of the Local 
Government Act. 


Motion made and Question proposed 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Tully.) 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) 
said he did not propose to offer many 
remarks upon the proposed Bill. When 
the Local Government Bill was brought 
in last year, against the wishes of the 
majority of the Unionist Members, they 
determined to give it the most loyal sup- 
port, and since it had passed into law they 
had done their utmost to facilitate the 
working of the Act in every possible way. 
While there were some clauses of the new 
Bill which were most useful, he could not 
disguise his opposition to the principle of 
the measure, more particularly to the 
suggested Board of Control. The Board 
of Control would do away with the Local 
Government Board, and while he ad- 
mitted that the latter body was not 
under sufficient control, he could see no 
advantage in having a Local Government 
Board in Ireland if there was to be a Board 
of Control to override its decisions. In 
moving.the Second Reading of the Bill 
the hon. Member asserted that the Bill 
introduced the same system of control as 
the Agricultural Act passed last session. 
It was not the same system. The Agri- 
cultural Board was an advisory Board ; 
the Board of Control under the Bill would 
be a supreme Board. He thought it wasa 
great pity that politics were so largely 
introduced in the county councils, 
and that there seemed to be no 
meeting in a_ central 
association of the county councils in 
Dublin to assist the Local Government 


Board without the political element 
presenting itself. He thought the 


Local Government Board interfered to a 


_ considerable extent more than they should, 
_ but in a great many cases with a good deal 
my opinion after twelve months experi- | 


of reason. One of the cases mentioned 
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was that of the Sisters of Mercy in the 
unions. Nobody appreciated the good 
qualities of the Sisters of Mercy and nuns 
more than he did, but he believed that 
the nuns acting as nurses in the different 
unions were not allowed, according to the 
rules of the order, to act at night. At 
that time, therefore, paupers were left to 
the mercy of: some idiotic old pauper who 
knew nothing about nursing, and that, be 
it noted, at the very time they most 
required attention. He did not think 
that was the proper state of affairs. 
Nurses should be available both night 
and day, to do all the good they 
could for the poor of their respec- 
tive neighbourhoods, receiving — fair 
pay and fair treatment. He could 
not help thinking that dispensary 
doctors in Ireland got the very 
worst of treatment. He believed that 
his Unionist colleagues were most 
anxious to give them good treatment and 
good pay. He knew that many hon. 
Members on the other side were also 
most anxious to see them fairly treated, 
but unfortunately many of the district 
councillors did not seem to have the know- 
ledge and understanding of the subject 
of the old guardians, and in their en- 
deavours to save the rates treated the 
doctors as if they were not worth their 
proper pay. As to the proposed repeal 
of the fifth section of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, he thought that to put England 
on a par with Ireland in the matter of 
malicious injuries was to lead the House 
to a false impression as to what would 
happen in the country. It was no good 
to put England on a parallel with Lreland, 
for everybody knew that the same things 
did not happen there. Many of them 
followed the mectings of the United Irish 
League in the same way that they used 
to follow the meetings of the Irish 
National League. He had not so much 
objection to the rating of the owner 
instead of the occupier in the case of 
small tenements under £4. Many of 
these men were very poor, and the 
collection gave the rate collector an 
immense amount of trouble. As to 
Clause 10, he had not the least 
objection to a clergyman or priest, or 
minister of any denomination, being a 
councillor, but he must say that he did 
not think it was proper work for them. 
He thought a minister of religion had 
much better attend to his own work, and 
from what he knew of clergymen, he did not 
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| think they were particularly anxious to do 


the work. Hesaw no objection toClause 12, 
entitling the county councils to the use of 
the court house. As to the direct labour 
clause (Clause 15), his experience was 
that labour for the councils was entirely 
contrary to cheapness and also to good 
roads. As a county councillor and 
district councillor he did not think the 
proposed Board of Control would add to 
economy, to good work, or to any- 
thing conducive to the good of Ireland, 
and for that reason he was totally opposed 
to the Amendment Act which the hom 
Member had brought forward. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S8.): I 
rise to support this Bill. The arbitrary 
action of that irresponsible Board in 
Dublin, the Local Government Board, 
compels us to seek redress in this House. 
The Local Government Board in Dublin 
is an aggregation of fortuitous atoms 
responsible to no one. It acts on its. 
own initiative ; it rules at its own sweet 
will; it has no responsibility ; it is 
accountable to no one; it is perfectly 
absolute and despotic in Ireland ; whereas 
in England the Local Government is a 
State department, and is managed and 
represented in this House by a Cabinet 
Minister and an Under Secretary of 
State, whose sole business is to attend to 
that department, and who are account- 
able to this House for its right adminis- 
tration. But with us, local government 
is not a department of State, and we have 
no Parliamentary representative respon- 
sible. For although the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland is said to be the head of the 
Irish Local Government Board, he does 
not stand in the same relation to us as 
the right hon. the President and the 
Member for South Tyrone stand to the 
English Local Government Board. The 
Chief Secretary has too much to do, he is 
President of too many Boards in Ireland, 
and it is impossible that he in 
Ireland could attend, as your Minister 
in England does, to any one depart- 
ment, and it would be unfair to ask him. 
We are thus left at the mercy of a coterie 
of officials in the Custom House, and at 
the whim of every secretary and clerk in 
the offices of the Local Government 
Board to interpret Acts as he thinks fit 
and to issue mandates to local bodies, 
irrespective of their applicability, con- 
venience, or expense. To such an extent 
have the Local Government Board _per- 
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‘sisted and insisted on their commands 
being obeyed by urban, district, and 
county councils and board of guardians, 
that it has become a public scandal ; and 
there is little but friction and irritation 
between them and public boards. I have 
no doubt their orders are often illegal, 
but they know it is hard for small boards 
to fight a public department. And then 
if they have not law they make it in a 
handy manner by an order in council or a 
rule. And the most extraordinary part 
of the case is that all their instructions 
are in the direction of additional labour 
to local officials and additional expense, 
and that to such an extent that I consider 
the whole of the Agricultural Grant will 
soon be absorbed in salaries of new men, 
in additional salaries to old hands, in 
pensions and expenses of printing, 


and of various other kinds, until 
the farmers won't derive a_ penny- 
worth of benefit from the grant. 


They won’t assist local authorities to 
reduce expenditure or even to conduct 
husiness at moderate expenditure. Every- 
‘thing is made as expensive as possible. 
You cannot resist the impression that 
the Local Government Board intends to 
penalise Irish ratepayers, that the Local 
Government Act may become so distaste- 
ful to them that they will seek to get 
hack to the old grand jury system to rid 
themselves of this expensive luxury — 
more particularly since the landlord goes 
scot free. If this be true—and it is true 

isit any wonder we claim some court of 
appeal, some responsible tribunal, against 
thearbitrary decisions of the Local Govern- 
ment Board? Having so arraigned this 
Board, I think it is only just to prove 
my case. I shall not deal in generalities. 
! will cite their action in the county of 
Fermanagh—the county I[ represent, both 
here and on the local boards. I will 
first state the action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in regard to the Fermanagh 
County Council, and in reference to the 
salary and emoluments of the secretary 
of the council. An off-scion of one of the 
respectable houses of the county was 
appointed some years ago to be secretary 
of the grand jury ata net salary of £306 
-a year. The place was a sinecure: a 
clerk ran the concern for fees while 
the secretary walked about smoking 
‘cigars — he smokes cigarettes now. 
The council did not wish to dismiss him. 
They knew he would do little. They ap- 
jpointed three clerks to do the work ; 


Mr. Jordan, 


{COMMONS} 
‘they took him at the estimate of the 


' clerks. 
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grand jury, who were his friends, and 
knew his worth. We took him on at 
their estimate and a little more, for the 
finance committee fixed his salary at 
£310 a year. This recommendation 
came before the county council, and 
they unanimously adopted the com- 
mittee’s report. He appealed to the 
Local Government Board, and what 
was the result?) The Local Govern- 
ment Board, without consulting us, 
without asking our reasons for our 
decision, without any consideration 
whatever, in the most arbitrary and 
despotic manner wrote us that they— 
they, mark you—had fixed his salary at 
£500 a year, or £190 of an advance. The 
announcement fell on the council like a 
lyddite shell, and several Tory members 
said, “ There is no use in us sitting here as 
registering machines of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Dublin. We had better 
retire and let them do the business them- 
selves.” I say it was an insult to over 
ride our decision in such a way, and no 
man will sit on county councils and be 
dealt with in such a drastic and despotic 
manner as that. Again, we had voted 
him £60 as expenses for bringing the 
Act into operation, and on his appeal, 
without any reference to us whatever, 
the Local Government Board in the same 
arbitrary manner wrote to say they had 
fixed the sum at £100, or £40 more for 
this small transaction. We knew the 
merits of the case; they knew noth 
ing about them, only on the er 
porte statement of the — secretary. 
The next thing we hear is that Inspector 
Saunderson came down to see a certain 
number of books which have to be 
inspected every week. When we ap- 
pointed the three clerks these books were 
brought to the table, and we were told 
that the three clerks were necessary to 
check these books weekly. When the 
inspector came down to make his inspec- 
tion the secretary told him —-privately, of 
course—-that he could not do all this work 
weekly, and it was too much fur him and 
the three clerks, and they could not do it. 
After that we had a recommendation from 
the Local Government Board, through the 
inspector, that we should appoint another 
clerk in addition to the other three, to 
assist the secretary to do the work, for 
which we had already appointed three 
I think it is perfectly pre- 
posterous that we should be treated in 
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this manner by the Local Government 
Board. I must say that the county 
council of Fermanagh are most anxious to 
administer the affairs of the county 
honestly, fairly, and justly to all parties 
concerned. It is a Unionist council, and 
not one of those tag-rag-and-bobtail 
Nationalist councils. The Earl of Erne is 
the chairman, and he is a most respect- 
able chairman. And yet this is the way 
the Loeal Government Board treats the 
Unionist council for Fermanagh. I think 
the least the Local Government Board 
might have done was to consult us hefore 
deciding to make these increases. So 
indignant was the county council that 
they at once passed the following resolu- 
tion, which I will read to the House. 
His Lordship was in the chair, and the 
resolution is as follows 

“ We hereby protest in the strongest possible 
manner against what this council considers 
the most high-handed action of the Local 
Government Board in fixing the salary of the 
secretary of the council at £500—i ¢., £190 
over what this council, after due deliberation, 
thought was quite suflicient, and at granting 
him £40 over our decision for bringing the 
Local Government Act into operation, and 
that we hereby refuse to accept their decision 
on the matter, and resolve by every means at 
our disposal to resist it.” 
What must have been the indignation of 
that Unionist council, with Lord Erne 
in the chair, when they passéd such a 
resolution unanimously, without a dis- 
senting voice! {¢ say that when sucha 
resolution can be passed unanimously by 
the county council of Fermanagh the 
action of the Local Government Board 
stands condemned. I see the Under 
Secretary for the English Local Govern- 
nent Board in his place, and I ask him 
what would he have done under such 
cireumstances ! My opinion is that the 
President and the Under Secretary himself 
would have written to the local authority 
asking them their reasons for their action, 
and they would probably have sent an 
inspector down to investigate the matter. 
All we want is that, if there should happen 
to he a difference of opinion between us 
and the officers of the Local Government 
Board, we should be heard on the 
other side. If we are heard fairly on the 
other side then we might arrive at a con- 
clusion by compromise satisfactory to all 
parties. But for the Local Government 
Board in Dublin to sit upon us in this 
way is more than honourable and respec- 
table men ean bear, and we won't bear it. 
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The Fermanagh County Council will carry 
out that resolution, and they will refuse to 
pay these sums when the bill is sent in. 
We had a case not long ago in connection 
with the poor law guardians. — Dr. Clark, 
one of the dispensers, had charge of six 
divisions, and his salary was £120 a year. 
In re-arranging the districts one of these 
divisions was taken away from him, and 
the Local Government Board wrote down 
to the board of guardians, asking them 
to consider this question, and a fuil board 
met to discuss the matter. After due 
deliberation the board decided to reduce 
Dr. Clark’s salary by one-sixth, leav- 
ing the other five divisions at £20 
each. It was also decided at the 
same meeting to give him _ five 
years’ compensation for the loss of the 
sixth division, and that was in accordance 
with the Board’s view of the Act. They 
decided to pay him £100 compensation, 
but the Local Government Board in a 
few days changed their mind, and after 
asking us to consider the question, which 
we did to the best of our ability and 
favourably to the doctor, the Local 
Government Board changed their mind, 
and said, ‘This won't do at all, and you 
have not got the right theory.” They 
then increased the salary to £108, and | 
consider that such action is only mocking 
us, and is not fair. ‘Then there was the 
case of the clerk to the union. The 
Attorney General has stated that there 
was no case in which an increase of salary 
had been made to the clerk of the union 
where the work was reduced. But the 
clerk to our board has had his work 
reduced, and yet we pay him the same 
salary. The other day £60 a year was 
fixed as his salary as secretary to the 
rural district council. That is the way 
the money is voted. Our clerk is a most 
efficient clerk, and we had got a set of 
very expensive books sent down, and we 
asked the Local Government Board to 
allow us to work our books as_ before. 
But, regardless altogether of expense, the 
Local Government Board said we must 
throw our books away and have a new 
set, in order to facilitate the work of the 
auditor, and they compelled us to get a 
new set of books. The result was that 
to keep this difficult set of books 
we were compelled to add £75 a year to 
the clerk’s salary. That is the way the 
money is going in the county of Fer- 
managh, where we seem to have no 
control whatever over the expenditure. 
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We are told that this is popular local 
county government, but it is anything 
but popular. We are elected, but we are 
made simply the machines to carry out 
the whims and fads of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. You talk about a despotic 
oligarchy in the Transvaal. That may 
be so, but there is no more despotic 
oligarchy on the face of the earth to-day, 
than the half-dozen irresponsible gentle- 
men on this committee called the Local 
Government Board, and are we to get no 
redress! Are we to be always the foot- 
hall of the Local Government Board ? 
Are we to have no control and no court 
of appeal? I greatly regret that the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland is not in his 
place, and 1 am always suspicious when 
I see the Attorney General here. ] 
have a most profound respect for him as 
a lawyer, but he is icy, and if you want 
anything of the warmth of reform you 
will not get it from him. He can point 
out to you the difference between 
tweedledee and tweedledum splendidly, 
but you get nothing from him, and 


[ say this with the most profound , 
respect. We might get something 
from the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 


because he once said himself that he would 
like to be in power to see how this scheme 
would work in Ireland, and I have no 
doubt that he desires to see the Act work 
well. If the Chief Secretary were here 
now and had these things pointed out to 
him, he might as a statesmen—not as a 
lawyer—give some consideration to what 
we are saying, because we are pointing out 
facts and not mere theory. In con- 
clusion I say that we ought to have 
some elected body, some board of control 
by which we should have an appeal 
against the decisions of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, so that the side of the county 
councils and district councils should be 
heard, and in order that we should get 
some consideration. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Thirsk): My hon.. friend, in his 
eloquent speech, has found fault with my 
moving the rejection of this Bill, because 
I am not the representative of an Irish 
constituency. It is rather a_ novel 
argument to urge that English Members 
are not to take an interest in [rish Bills. I 
think it would be well if not only 
Unionist Members from England, but also 


the Liberal Members from England, were | 
present upon the occasion of the dis- | 


Mr. Jordan. 


{COMMONS} 


| beyond 


| ment. 
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cussion of such Bills as this. I desire 
that Ireland should be governed, as far as 
possible, in accordance with Irish 
ideas, but this measure goes considerably 
that limit. It is necessary 
to make a careful study of all the pro- 
posals made by Irish Members, and these 
Bills are valuable because they throw a 
curious light upon the sort of legislation 
which Irish Members would be likely to 
put forward if they had an Irish Parlia- 
They also have some interest of 
a literary character, and | will give pre- 
sently some illustrations. Irish measures 
have all one great fault in practical legis- 
lation, and that is that they attempt to 
do too much. The ardent spirits and 
eloquent minds of hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite often exceed the limits of possible 
legislation allowed by the rules of this 
House to private Members. This Bill 
bristles with principles every one of 
which is suitable for a full-dress Second 
Yeading debate. If I may say so, the 
main principle of the Bill is the establish- 
ment of a Board of Control. But there 
are in this Bill other principles as loosely 
strung together as are the beads on a 
necklace of sham pearls. The principle 
of this measure is that this House was 
altogether wrong in the year 1898, when 
it passed the Irish Local Government 
Act. That is the second principle under- 
lying this Bill. But Iwill explain to the 
House what happened in that year. A 
great many of the clauses contained in this 
3ill were proposed as amendments to the 
Local Government Act. A considerable 
discussion took place on the subject raised 
by Clause 8. Clause 10 deals with the 
question whether clergymen in holy orders 
should be eligible as members of councils 
and poor law boards. But this question 
has also been debated, not long ago, 
in this House, and defeated by 127 votes 
to 88. I am not speaking now of the 
merits of these proposals. Now, it took 
almost all the power of the Chief Secre- 
tary and nearly all the time of the whole 
session to pass that measure through Parlia- 
ment two years ago, and the hon. Mem- 
ber opposite now picks out all the contro- 
versial points raised in the discussion of 
that Act, and puts them all into a private 
Member's Bill, which he asks us to pass in 
the time—or his share of the time—at the 
disposal of private Members. I will come 
back to the tundamental principle of this 
Bill, and that is the Board of Control. 
This Board of Control is a very interest- 
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ing body, formed for the purpose of | be exercised by the English Local Govern- 
assisting the Local Government Board in| ment Board with regard to local authori- 


carrying out the Local Government (Ire-| ties here. 


We know that the English 


land) Act, 1898. The House is well aware | Local Government Board has produced 
of the terrible confusion caused in the | uniformity and efficiency in local govern- 


fast India Company by the 


Board | ment. 


The yoke which the greatest and 


of Control, and I should have thought! oldest municipalities in England bear 


that the words “ Board 
would have been 


Clause 2 says that— 


“The Board of Control shall consist of the 
following members—(a) Four persons to be 


appointed by the chairmen of the thirty-three 


councils in the prescribed manner; (6) one 
person to be appointed by the mayors of the 


six- county borougs ; (¢) two members of the 
Local Government Board.” 


That is to say, this body is to form! 
machinery for forming itself—an un- 


created body is to create machinery for 
its own creation. What is this body to 


do? Clause 3 says 





“The Board of Control shall! meet at least 
four times a year for the purpose of discussing 
matters of public interest in connection with 
yA purposes of this Act or the principal 
Act. 


Well, if the power of this Board is 
limited to debating, that is a wide sub- 
ject for a limited debating society. Its 
real object is to weaken the Local 
Government Board, because only two 
members of that Board are to be allowed 
to be upon it, and five out of the seven 
controllers are to be appointed by the 
bodies to be controlled. But to get at the 
real power to be conferred on this Board 
of Control we must go to Clause 4 
“When, after the passing of this Act, any 
orders are made by the Local Government 
Board atlecting any county or district council, 
or poor law board, any such council or board 
may, Within the prescribed time, and in the 
preseribed manner, appeal therefrom to the 


Board of Control; and the Board of Control | 


shall at the hearing of such appeal have power, 
after hearing the parties, in such manner as 


they think fit, to confirm, annul, or vary any | 


such order.” 


That is to say, this 
trol shall have power to review the 
decisions of the Local Government 
Board. We have heard much of the | 
conduct of the Irish Local Government | 
Board in connection with certain local | 
government bodies in Ireland. I cannot | 
go into these domestic squabbles ; but | 
nearly all the things complained of in 
this debate, nearly all the powers exer- 
cised by the Local Government Board in 
Ireland can, under the law of England, 


VO!. LXXVIIL [FourtH SERIEs.] 


of Control ” 
avoided in this Bill. 


Board of Con- | 
‘with the bench, except when President 


willingly and contentedly the new-born 
Irish authorities call out against as the 
gravest tyranny. Woulda change be for 
the better? The Irish Local Government 
Board have accumulated great experience, 
and have a staff of inspectors who are 
paid. The members of the Board of Con- 
trol are not to be paid, and there is no 
provision in the Act for paving them. 
And how are these gentlemen to obtain a 
knowledge of every single part of Ireland, 
seeing that they would start with no ex- 
perience, and would have no inspectors ? 
| But not only is this Board of Control to 
hawk at the Local Government Board, 
but to put themselves above and come 
down upon Her Majesty’s judges ; for in 
Clause 5 it is said that— 


“ Where the demand ofa sum by any county 
or district council, or by the treasurer of such 
council, or other officer of the county, in behalf 
of the council, is ordered by a judge of assizes, 
under the Loeal Government (ireland) Act, 
1898, or any other Act, the county or district 
council concerned may appeal for such order to 
the Board of Control, and the Board of Con- 
trol shall have power, after hearing the parties, 
if they think fit, to confirm, annul, or vary 
such order.” 


That is to say, Her Majesty’s judges of 
assize should bow before the Board of 
Control, and may be over-ruled by it. 


Mr. TULLY: I think I explained 
that that was only as to charges for extra 
police. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Unfortu- 
nately, the hon. Gentleman draws his 
clause very much too wide, for it includes 
any payment ordered by a judge of assize. 


'I do not suppose that ever in modern 


history was such an attempt to interfere 


Kruger wanted the judges of the High 
Court of the Transvaal to make their 
judgments conformable to the wishes of 
the Raad. Why all this unnecessary 
phraseology ? Why not abolish the Local 
Government Board altogether? Why 
not relieve the judges of this part of their 
duty? Why not relieve the county 


councils of the payment of their debts ! 
That would be economy, and reduce the 
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sum chargeable against Ireland in the 
balance sheet. I pass over a good many 
clauses in the Bill—although some may 
regard them with suspicion and as capable 


Local Government 


of being turned into weapons of 
oppression in capable hands — and 
come to Clause 11, which deals with 


making the chairmen of the county coun- 
cils er officio justices of the peace. The 
second sub-section of that clause is really 
legislation by reference. We have heard 
of removable magistrates in Ireland, but 
these magistrates are by this clause to be 
made irremovable, even for bad conduct, 
which I should think is a monstrous pro- 
posal. One other point I should like to 
refer to, namely, the question of roads. 
The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Second Reading spoke of the narrow roads 
in Devonshire. I know something about 
these roads, and how it is impossible for 
two carriages going in the opposite 
directions to pass. Ina very interesting 
work on China, Mrs. Bishop mentions 
that the roads there are so narrow that 
two coolies cannot pass one another. The 
Chinese are a peaceful and deferential 
race, and when one coolie carrying a 
weight meets another, if the other 
believes him to be superior, he steps into 
the mud to let the superior pass. What 
are you to do in the case of a twelve-foot 
road, which Clause 14 provides for ! 
An Irish car averages in width of 
frame from six toeight feet from board 
to board, so that two cars meeting on 
these narrow roads could not pass. I 
maintain that a twelve-foot road is too 
narrow. Again, the principal Act says 
that there shall be an unimpeded foot- 
way, but this Bill provides that they shall 
be no longer so unimpeded. Section 19 
says that 

“No Provisional Order made by the Local 
Government Board after Ist January, 1901, 
shall require to be confirmed by Parliament.” 
That is an attempt to avoid the control 
of Parliament over local authorities in 
Ireland, and to pass a Home Rule Bill in 
half a sitting. I hope that other speakers 
may expose some other of its absurdities, 
and it remains for me to propose that it 
be read this day six months. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 8.) : I find no fault myself with many 
of the provisions of the Bill, and I think 


that, to a certain extent, a Wednesday ; 


afternoon could not be better employed 
than in hearing hon. Members for 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 


{COMMONS} 


i 





(Ireland) 


Ireland stating their objections to the 
working of the new system of local 
government in Ireland. I take it that 
the main principle of the Bill is the 
creation of the Board of Control, which, 
it is said, is for the purpose of assisting 
the Local Government Board in carrying 
out the provisions of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act of 1898. I think 
there is a certain amount of humour in 
proposing to appoint a Board of Control 
to assist the Local Government Board, 
which the Bill practically proposes to 
abolish. [Hon. MempBers: No, no!] 
Whatever may be the wording of the 
Bill, that is the clear meaning and inten 
tion of every section of it. The chief 
complaint against the Local Government 
Board is that it has increased expenditure. 
My personal interest is exactly the same 
as that of hon. Gentlemen opposite : I 
want the rates to be lowered. The 
grounds on which it is stated that the 
Loeal Government Board have increased 
expenses are only two. One is printing. 
That is a small matter, and is almost 
necessary. But the one real substantial 
objection made was on the question of 
salaries. I think it must be within the 
recollection of everyone that when the 
Bill was before the House we all specially 
desired that the existing — ofticials 


‘should be treated fairly and liberally. 


One instance was given in which a 
salary had been increased from £295 per 
annum with certain fees to £600. Well, 
I presume that the fees brought the 
original salary up to the £600, so that the 
expenditure was about the same as before. 
{[Hon. Mempgrs: No!| It must have 
been brought to something near it before 
that salary was sanctioned by the Local 
Government Board. The whole of the 
increase of salary will not fall on the 
county council, because presumably they 
will get better terms from the persons 
with whom they deal if these fees are not 
paid, or if the fees are paid into the funds 
of the county council. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): The great 
bulk of these fees were illegal, and that is 
what we complained of. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON: | 
hold that where the Local Government 
Board has increased the salary of any 
particular official there is some rather 
good reason for it. Then it has been said 
that the doctors’ salaries had also been in- 
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creased—that a doctor now got thirteen 
months pay for twelve months work. I 
would put it that the doctor gets twelve 





months pay for eleven months work, and | 


I do not really think that any hon. Gen- 
tleman will object to his having a month’s 
holiday, which he never had before. The 
chief charge against the Local Govern- 
ment Board in substance is, that they 
have taken this particular opportunity, 
when the landlords’ interest in the rates 
is considerably less than it was before, to 
make these various changes. I think that 
is a little unfair to the Local Government 
Board. Some of the changes—as, for in- 
stance, that about the doctors’ salaries— 
should have been made before. After all, 
it was natural that, when the Local 
Government Act of 1898 was_ passed, 
a certain number of changes would be 
made, and I cannot help shinking that 
most people will acquit the Local Govern- 
ment Board of a sinister intention of 
making local representative government 
unpopular by increasing expenses. Now 
there is Clause 6, the object of which is 
to make the assessment of agricultural 
land like that in England. I am not sure 
that that would put a good deal of money 
into the landlords’ pockets. As regards 
the rating of small occupiers, when this 
question was before the House, I pointed 
out that there would be some difficulty in 
realising the amount, and I should not be 
displeased if something had been put into 
the Bill to alter that particular rating. 
But strong reasons have been given from 
Ireland by the larger farmers—that is, 
those who pay over £4 rent—that if the 
sinall occupiers had no interest whatever 
in the amount paid for rates, they would 
he exeeedingly likely to elect represen- 
tatives on the boards whose action would 


contribute to the rates going up. I do 
not think gentlemen who pay rates 


the ordinary farmers, 
would approve of that section. As 
to Section 10, allowing persons in 
holy orders to be elected on the boards, 
I pointed out, when the principal Act was 
under discussion, that opinion on the 
opposite side of the House was by no 
means unanimous on the question, and 
that there were many Nationalist 
Members strongly opposed to persons 
in holy orders entering these boards. 
Clause 11 is intended to make every 
justice of the peace appointed under the 
Act irremovable. I should like to see the 
Irish Act on that point as it now exists 


in Ireland, or 


{14 Fepruary 1900} 


\applied to England. 


Amendment Bill. 1502 
As I understand 
these justices in England are not remov- 
able. [ should like to see them removable. 
Another objection is, that the chairman is 
only a justice of the peace for the par- 
ticular district in which he resides. But 
there was a reason for that. I do not 
care about the proposals for the use of the 
court-houses. The hon. Member for 
Thirsk objected to the new roads being 
less than sixteen feet wide, but there are 
many old roads that are not more than 
twelve feet wide, and I cannot see that 
any serious difficulty arises therefrom. 
Jaunting cars do not go down these 
roads. 


Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : 


Can a bicycle go down these roads ? 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON : Oh, 
yes, quite easily. There is seldom a foot- 
path on these roads, but where there is, I 
admit that bicyclists generally ride on 
the foot-path. By Clause 17, foot-paths 
may be blocked altogether. That reminds 
me that at the time of my first connection 
with Ireland, twenty years ago, I saw a 
triumphal arch put up. I naturally 
inquired by whose authority the arch had 
been erected ; and the auswer was, ‘“ Oh, 
we have no authority in Ireland: every 
man, as in Israel of old, does that which 
he thinks right in his eyes.” I always 
found that very much the rule, and that 
it made Ireland a very pleasant place to 
live in. One of the most important 
sections is Clause 16, repealing the Acts 
granting compensation for criminal injury. 
Now the persons who suffer from criminal 
injury are small farmers, who would be 
ruined if these Acts were repealed. They 
are very old Acts, and only bring in an old 
Irish law custom at the time when pro 
perty was tribal, and when any damage 
was done, the whole tribe paid. I strongly 
object to the repeal of these Acts. There 
are some points in the Bill which I would 
wish embodied in the law, and when 
they are brought under the consideration 
of the Chief Secretary they may be em- 
bodied. But on the whole I believe the 
Bill as it stands is a most pernicious 
measure, and I hope the House will reject 
it. 





Amendment proposed 
‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 
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Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. ATKINSON : [rise comparatively 
early in this discussion for the purpose of 
endeavouring to remove some of the mis- 
apprehensions which apparently exist 
among hon. Members opposite both as to 
the law and the facts. Before [ approach 
that, however, 1I must thank the hon. 
Member who moved the Second Reading 
of this Bill for the kindly expressions he 
indulged in with reference to my right 
hon. friend the Chief Secretary. I regret 
as much as any hon. Gentleman from 
Ireland that my right hon. friend is not 
here to support, as [ am perfectly certain 
he would support, the motion, “ That this 
Bill be read a second time this day six 
months.” I had the honour of being 
associated with him in the carriage 
through the House of Commons of the 
Local Government Act, 1898. I know 
what his opinions on the different sections 
of that statute are. I know his anxiety 
that that Act should be a success, aud [| 
am perfectly certain that he would 
look with horror and lismay on a_ Bill 
of this kind, which, if carried, would 
mean the uprooting and destruction 
of that system on the establishment of 
which so much labour was expended, and 
to the result of which he looked with 
bright prospects. The Act of 1898 took 
a considerable time in passing through 
this House. It took, I think, twenty- 
two days in Committee and several days 
on Report, and its different clauses were 
discussed with considerable acumen and 
ability and at considerable length by 
many Members from Ireland. Most of its 
important clauses came into operation on 
the Ist of April last year, and some of its 
clauses only came into operation about 
six weeks ago. Owing to a doctrine 
which was preached in Ireland, and to 
which, [ think, several hon. Members were 
opposed- particularly the hon. and learned 
Member tor Waterford, the hon. and 
learned Member for North Louth, and 
the hon. and learned Member for Cork 
a doctrine which was summed up as “ the 
humbug of toleration,” no representatives 
of the grand juries were elected on the 
new Boards, with the result that the elected 
members are absolutely without experi- 
ence. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
What about the ex-officio members ? 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland) 1504 


| Mr. ATKINSON: I wish the 
‘hon. Gentleman would only interrupt 
|me when he understands. I said that 
the elected members are entirely without 
experience in county administrative affairs, 
and the proposition is now-—after 
six or nine months trial, before 
these county councils have struck more 
than one rate, before their accounts have 
been audited for the first year —to abolish 
the control without the constant exercise 
and operation of which the whole system 
of local government in Ireland would, as 
I shall prove by examples, have been 
reduced to absolute chaos. The Local 
Government Board have interfered in three 
capacities in discharge of their statutory 
duties: first as arbitrators between the 
county councils and the district 
councils, and again as the statutory 
authority to whom individuals who 
were aggrieved by the actions of 
the county councils appealed. But 
they have interfered much more than 
that; they have interfered when 
appealed to in thousands of instances 
by the county councils themselves, who 
from day to day were begging advice 
direction, and control upon the thousands 
of cases that came up before them ; and 
the rule has been this : that in proportion 
as the councils have asked for advice and 
have taken advice their proceedings have 
been satisfactory and their business has 
been well conducted; and in proportion as 
they have neglected to ask for advice or 
have refused to take advice their business 
has been unsatisfactorily conducted. 
Now I shall give two instances. I shall 
give the county of Meath—-the hest 
managed county in Ireland. I am_ not 
now referring to questions in which the 
Local Government Board have a 
right to interfere, but to «questions 
of voluntary interference. The county 
council of Meath asked for advice on 
fifteen different matters. They were of 
this character: as to the attendance of 
county ofticers at meetings of the county 
councils ; as to the period which should 
elapse between the meetings of committees 
and the meetings of the council ; as to the 
method of communication between the 
county council and the district councils : 
as to the mode in which certain damage 
was to be dealt with; as to how they 
were to prepare their agenda paper ; as to 
the powers of the county councils regard- 
ing direct labour, and other matters of 
, that character, fifteen in number. They 
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appealed to the Local Government Board 
for advice ; that advice was given and 
taken, and the business of the council was 
conducted properly. That is absolute 
and conclusive proof that the action of 
the Local Government Board has not 
been oppressive, unjust, offensive, or 
tyrannical, because they had been treated 
as guide, philosopher, and friend by several 
councils. With regard to the county 
council of Roscommon, in which the hon. 
Member who moved the Second Reading 
of this Bill is interested— 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that I am in a small 
minority on that council ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am very sorry to 
hear it, because the hon. Gentleman 
showed a great knowledge of the working 
of county affairs in his speech. The 
county of Roscommon would not act 
in the way suggested by the Local 
Government Board. They were told 
they ought to get a competent staff, 
hut they would not, with the — result 
that everything got into confusion, and 
then they had to get fifty clerks to do 
work which could have beendone better by 
thirty clerks if they had taken the advice 
of the Local Government Board when it 
was given. Now I will state another 
illustration. Iturnto Mayo. Mayo may 
be described as the Mecca of Nation- 
alism. It had the advantage of being 
represented in this House by an hon. 
Member who is described as the “ Father 
of the Land League.” It has now the ad- 
vantage of having as one of its inhabitants 
the “ Father of the United Irish League,” 
who no doubt exercises a governing influ- 
ence and control over the deliberations of 
the county council. It has the further ad- 
vantage of being represented in this House 
by an hon. Member who was for some 
time recognised as, if not the actual, at 
least the titular leader of the Irish race 
at home and abroad. One would have 
thought that the successful management 
of local affairs would be conspicuously 
displayed in Mayo. Mayo asked for 
advice, but Mayo did not take it, and the 
consequence was that when its affairs 
were investigated it was found in Novem- 
ber, 1899, after the council had been in 
existence from the Ist of April, that one 
collector had not completed his bonds and 
that another collector had not collected 
anything at all for the half year, and that 





{14 FeprRuARY 1900} 


Amendment Bill. 1506 


the financial statement had not been kept 
Lf A al 

up. Thehon. Member for Fermanagh ad- 

vocated extreme parsimony in connection 

with the staffs of the county councils. 


Mr. JORDAN: I did not advocate 
extreme parsimony. I only advocated 
what was fair and just. 


Mr. ATKINSON: We will see about 
that. The staff of the county council of 
Mayo consisted of two clerks, and the 
result was—--— 


Mr. TULLY: Is it not a fact that the 
Local Government Board allowed the 
secretary to resign in the middle of the 
half year, thereby disorganising the whole 
business ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
may be a very proper observation to 
make during a speech, but not as an 
interruption. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The result was that 
the affairs of the county of Mayo, with all 
the advantages I have mentioned, were 
reduced to such a state of utter and abso- 
lute chaos that in their confusion and 
distress the county council possessing 
all these qualities for self-government 
passed a resolution on the 50th January 
requesting the Local Government Board 
to send down a qualified accountant 
forthwith to take over the accounts 
of the county, and authorising the 
accountant to appoint a sufficient 
staff, and also authorising the neces- 
sary payments. The council for over 
eight months had not made out a rate- 
book ; every part of the county business 
was in a state of absolute chaos, and in 
their distress they passed a resolution 
begging the much-decried Local Govern- 
ment Board—who want to bring discredit 
on. county government in Ireland—to 
send down some officer to relieve them 
from the misery and confusion into which 
their own neglect to take advice had 
brought them. We have Meath at one 
end, which asked advice and took advice, 
and Mayo at the other end, which either 
did not ask for advice or when it got it 
did not take it. What is the proposal in 
this Bill? It is absolutely necessary, by 
the common experience of England, I[re- 
land and Scotland, that there should be 
some controlling body to exercise control 
over and direct the operations of local 
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government. The Poor Law Acts of 
Ireland have been in existence since 1838 ; 
under these Acts the Local Government 
Board have exercised a minute, searching, 
and continuous control. Of course, in 
endeavouring to bring this Act into 
operation they had a stupendous duty to 
discharge. They had thousands of 
elections to conduct ; they had 550 local 
bodies to regulate, and I think they re- 
gulated them without complaint; and as 
[ shall presently show, the Local Govern- 
ment Board have every reason to be most 
satisfied with this debate, because, while 
there was a strong disposition to attack 
them, and violently attack them, all that 
has been brought home to them in this 
debate is that they interfered in four 
matters with regard to the salaries of 
wretched, under-paid, over-driven, and 
harassed medical doctors, who in many 
cases scarcely received the remuneration of 
a decent artisan, and who, by the con- 
nivance of farmers and others, from 
whom better might he expected, were 
obliged to discharge duties never expected 
of them. Considering all the duties they 
have had to perform the Local Govern- 
ment Board have every reason to be proud 
of the result of this debate, which has 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland) 


The Local Government Board dismiss an 
officer by sealed order for drunkenness. 
What is to become of him during the 
three months that the appeal is pending ? 
They superannuate an officer by sealed 
order ; what is to become of him pending 
the appeal, because the tribunal only 
meets every three months? The Board 
may make an order about assisted emigra- 
tion. What is to become of the emigrant 
until the tribunal meets ! 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNELLL: He should 
stay at home. 


Mr. ATKINSON : When public grave- 
yards are closed by order of the Local 
Government Boardthey occasionally admit 
by sealed order isolated interments by 
people having burial rights. What is to 
become of the remains pending an appeal ! 
I could give dozens of similar illustrations, 


_and I was astonished that the hon. Gentle- 


brought the charge against them to an | 


issue. 


Mr. DALY : I do not wish to interrupt , 


the right hon. Gentleman, but no charge 
has been made against the medical officers 
in Ireland. The boards of guardians have 


always been anxious to give them vaca- | 


tions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I quite understand 
the generosity of the hon. Gentleman ; 
he would be willing to give medical 
doctors vacations at their own expense. 


Mr. DALY: Certainly not. 


Mr. ATKINSON : In 


the Act into operation the Local 


| make itself after it is elected. 


bringing | 


Government Board not only conducted | 
these elections, but they wrote 72,000 | 


letters of advice and direction. Their 
advice was given daily and_ their 


interference was also daily. 


They can | 


only act by sealed order, and these orders | 


are made daily. What is the proposition 
put forward in this Bill? It is that these 
orders should be reviewed by an authority 
meeting four times a year I will give a 


man who introduced this Bill, and who 
seems to have an acquaintance with poor 
law administration, could ever have 
entertained the idea that it was possible 
to construct a tribunal meeting only once 
in three months to review orders made 
daily. If that were to be done the dead 
wowd remain unburied and the living 
would starve. Let me say a word about 
the character of this tribunal. As my 
hon. friend has already pointed out, it 
has an advantage over all created things, 
namely, that before its birth it should 
regulate the conditions under which it 
was to come into the world. ‘It is to be 
elected according to rules which it can only 
It cannot 
be elected until it makes the rules, and 
it cannot make the rules until it is elected. 
Mr. FLAVIN: Were such things ever 

/ 


done by the grand juries | 


Mr. ATKINSON: Giving the hon. 
Gentleman every credit I am unable to see 
the relevance of that remark. 


Mr. FLAVIN: They broke every law 
they liked. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not think 
anything ever existed before under the 
same conditions as this proposed tribunal. 
I heard from a friend who had travelled a 
good deal in the East that he once attended 
a Passion Play, and when he arrived 


few illustrations of how that would work. | he found Adam on the stage waiting to be 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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created. What would this tribunal be ? 
There is no place mentioned where the 
election is to be held, no time for the 
election is mentioned, and if it were to be 
carried out all the county councils of 
Ireland would be found in procession in 
Dublin or elsewhere awaiting its creation. 
That is not the only peculiarity about it. 
What next? It is admitted that control 
over the local authorities is absolutely 
necessary. What is the suggestion ? 
That a new body should be created by 
nomination by the county councils, the 
chairmen representing the councils, and 
with the mayors representing the county 
boroughs largely predominating over the 
official element. That is, that there should 
be a committee of control to control the 
controllers. It is somewhat as if boys in 
school formed a committee to decide 
whether the masters were right or wrong. 
I do not think that such ideas will gain 
general acceptance. Could there be any- 
thing more topsy-turvy—-more upside 
down—than this board legislating for 
itself: making rules for itself before it is 
born, and controlling it own controllers / 
It will have no staff and no place of 
meeting; it is, according to the Bill, to 
sit once only in three months, but it will 
have so many orders to deal with that— 
to use an Lrish bull—it can only cope 
with them by sitting continuously twenty- 
four honrs out of every twelve. Again, 
where is this body to sit? It has no 
local habitation’; is it to meet in Dublin 


or is it to be ambulatory ? 


Mr. TULLY : If you pass this Bill we 
will prescribe all these rules after. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It has no staff, and 


the Bill makes no suggestion as to where | 
it is to get money to carry on its) 


business. [An Hon. MEMBER: The | 
Government is to provide that.] The) 
Bill not only creates a topsy-turvy, upside 
down arrangement, but it proposes to 
repeal all the provisions in the Local 
Government Act of 1895, over which 
there was the greatest dispute in this 
House—I regret that I shall have to deal | 
with them seriatim presently—and what | 
is the justification the hon. Member brings | 
forward for reversing everything done | 
under the Act of 1898? As I shall be | 
able to show, he wants laws in Ireland | 
similar to the law of England when it | 


suits his purpose ; but when that does not | 
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suit his purpose he wants the Irish law 
dissimilar from the English laws. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And why 
not ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : It seems to me it 
is the old game of “heads I win; tails 
you lose.” What is his justification? It 
is just that the Local Government Board 
have been too liberal in the sums they 
have awarded to different offices ; then 
that they have given a month’s vacation 
to the doctors without consulting the 
local authorities. Further, that they have 
insisted on the employment of trained 
nurses, and finally that they have ignored 
local opinion. I[ do not think there is 
any need for me to refute the imputation 
that tha Local Government Board are 
anxious to increase the expenses of local 
government in order to discredit the 
working of the county councils. A more 
unfair or a more unfounded charge—if it 
were made seriously-—has never been 
uttered. 


Mr. SWIFT 
seriously made. 


MacNEILL: It is 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): And we 
have to pay the money. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Let us see what 
the Local Government Board has done. 
I think if the hon. Member for South 
Fermanagh had taken the trouble to look 
at the Act he would have been more cor- 
rect in his observations. Any person 
listening to the debate and unacquainted 
with the provisions of the Act would 
have come to the conclusion that the 
Local Government Board fix and regulate 
the salaries of the county officials. As a 
matter of fact the Board have no power to 
deal with any but the existing or grand 


jury officers—the county surveyor, the 


county secretary, and the clerk of the dis- 
trict council ; and with regard to these 
the only duty of the Board is to see that 
their salaries are fixed by the county 
councils and boards of guardians in 
accordance with the fees and emoluments 
they previously received under the grand 
| juries. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Lovutu, N.): 
Nothing of the kind ; it is quite the other 
way. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: Does the right hon. | 
Gentleman say that the Local Govern- 
ment Board do not fix the salary of any 
officer who is not an existing officer ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: They only have 
to deal with the transferred officers | 
whom I have already mentioned, and to 
see that their remuneration is fixed under 
the 115th section, subsection 18, on the 
principle set forth in the English Act of 
1888 which directs that they shall take 
into consideration all the emoluments 
these particular officials have enjoyed. 
‘they have done nothing but that, and I 
invite hon. Members to name any case in 
which they have acted otherwise. After 
all, the power is only a temporary one ; it 
ceases immediately the officer dies or 
resigns. The hon. Member complained 
that the Board had not taken into con- 
sideration the remonstrances of the local 
bodies, and had not given the county 
councils an opportunity to condemn the 
system. 


Mr. JORDAN: [ did not say “con- 
demn the system”; I said they had not 
given us an opportunity of stating our 
Case. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
also said that the fact that they had not 
had an opportunity of stating their case 
was enough to condemn the system. 


Mr. JORDAN: And so it is. 
Mr. ATKINSON: And what are the 


facts ! The Local Government Board sent 
to every one of these bodies a circular 
setting forth the provisions of the section | 
and asking their opinions. Before acting 
they waited until the month of January 
in this year. The opinions of these 
bodies were carefully considered, and all 
the Local Government Board did was to 
fix the salaries, with the sole view, not of 
treating these officials generously, but of 
securing them fair remuneration. The 
hon. Member for South Monaghan com- 
plained that the fees of many of the, 
officials were increased. He apparently 
hegrudges the £7 10s. which was added | 
to a certain clerk’s salary. 


Mr. DALY: The salary was fixed at | 
a sum which the local body deemed sufii- 
cient, and my complaint was that the 
Local Government Board added £7 10s. 
to it. 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
! 
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Mr. ATKINSON: They were bound 
to fix the salary according to what they 
considered fair. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): Then 
why waste time consulting the local 
bodies at all? [ Cheers. | 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman must be allowed to 
continue his speech without interruption. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The local bodies 
were consulted because it was most 
desirable that their views should be before 
the Board, and to have a tribunal of appeal 
merely for the purpose of registering the 
decrees of the tribunal appealed from 
seems to be perfectly useless. What are 
the other causes of complaint which have 
been advanced? One is in connection 
with the dispensary doctors, and [ may at 
once say that the Local Government Board 
had power to exercise authority in the 
case of this class of wretchedly paid and 
hard-worked officials, and will certainly con- 
tinue to interfere where they have reason 
to believe that a policy dictated by 
parsimony and a heartless want of 
consideration is being pursued. The 
next reason given for superseding the 
Local Government Board was that they 
will not treat nuns as trained nurses. The 
Board has only power to give remunera- 
tion to trained nurses, and though I have 
great respect and admiration for nuns of 
all descriptions, [ must point out that they 
have not the skill of trained and certifi- 
cated nurses. In “Felix Holt, the 
Radical,” Mrs. Holt says “ Bad medicine 
is as good as good medicine with a bless- 
ing,” and hon. Members opposite appear 
to think that the piety of these nuns takes 
the place of skill. 


*Mr. TULLY: The nuns are trained 
in the Mater Hospital, and all the best 
hospitals in Dublin. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Then if the nuns 
obtain certificates the Local Government 
Board will not refuse to pay them. 


*Mr. TULLY: Their order will not 
allow them to have certificates. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Gentleman 
is quite right in saying that, but I repeat 
that the nuns are not entitled by reason 
merely of their piety to take positions 
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The last charge was a small point about | 
county analysts, and as to that I may | 
point out that these officials are appointed 
under the Food and Drugs Act. With 
that the Local Government Board have 
no more to do than to see that the local 
authority appoints a fit and proper person. 
I am anxious to defend a tribunal which 
has been so much assailed, which has had 
such vast duties thrown upon it, and 
which has discharged those duties as the 
friends of local government in Ireland 
wish them to be discharged—a_ tribunal 
which has done its best to set the machine 
going upon fair lines, and whose efforts, I 
am happy to siy, have been appreciated. 
I find in the .Vation, a periodical which 
some of the hon. Members opposite will 
respect, these words 

** We have never been slow to criticise the 
policy or methods of the Local Government 
Board and its principal measures, but we think 
we shall only be expressing the feeling of the 
majority of those who have watched its pro- 
ceedings since the passing into law of a great 
measure of popular rule when we say that its 
course in the main has been characterised by 
courtesy, fair play, and a just sense of respon- 
sibility, and that it has discharged the duties 
entrusted to it both well and wisely.” 
On the part of the Government I wish to 
entirely associate myself with that expres- 
sion of opinion. I now pass on to the 
different clauses of the Bill. By its pro- 
visions the numerous duties which the 
Local Government Board has to discharge 
would be submitted to the review of this 
extraordinary tribunal, and in truth there 
is no principle in the Bill except the 
principle of overturning everything that 


of appeal, and would give this composite 
tribunal of county councillors the power 
of reviewing a decision even upon a ques- 
tion of law. Clause 6 isa gem. It pro- 
poses that half the rates on all houses 
in Ireland shall be paid out of the Church 
surplus. It would require £450,000 per 
annum to pay half the rates on all the 
houses in Ireland, and, even if there were 
no objection in principle, how is the hon. 
Member to extract £450,000 a year out | 
of the Church surplus, considering | 
that the Church endowment, before 
anything was deducted from it, did 
not amount to that! The hon. Member 
is arguing that the part is greater 
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involving the exercise of medical skill. | 


exists. Clause 5 deals with the question | 


than the whole. In England, owing to | } EF 
the distressed condition of agriculture, | these ex-officio magistrates in a position 
half the rates were paid, and it was con-| occupied by no other judge in the land. 
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tended that as Irish agriculture was still 
more depressed, there was an even stronger 
claim for relief. But the hon. Member 


_ goes further and suggests that because of 


the distressed condition of agriculture 
every one who lives in a house should 
have half his rates paid. Surely that is 
a total misapplication of the principle on 
which relief is granted. The Bill requires 
under Sub-section 2 that it shall be paid 


‘out of the local taxation account. The 


objection to that is that it is not in the 
local taxation account, because the Church 
surplus was never put there. Sub-section 3 
provides that certain modifications of 
Sections 49 and 50 of the Act shall apply. 
The objection to that is that they apply 
already. Clause 7 is directed to the 
relief of occupiers from the payment of 
rates. The hon. Member in that seems 
to forget the great broad principle on 
which the Act of 1898 is founded —namely, 
that the rate should be thrown on the 
occupier, in order that he who has the 
power shall bear the burden. By that 
means we were able to get rid of those 
embarrassing checks which were intro- 
duced into earlier Bills dealing with local 
government. We said that if the landlords 
were to be relieved financially they should 
also be deprived of power to interfere, 
and we provided that those who had the 
powershouldalso bear the burden of any ex- 
travagance in which they might indulge. 
The suggestion of the next clause is to 
make a special rate to pay for a special 
purpose. What it really does is to enable 
the county council to erect works and 
charge them on a particular district. If 
they were so disposed they could make 
water works for a particular town, and 
make a charge, not against the people 
residing in that county, but against 
the population in a fixed area. Now 
with respect to the clergy and the 
district councils. I quite admit that on 
that point there were differences of opinion, 
and that there is a good deal to be said 
on both sides, but I do insist on the fact 
that there was no intention to offer insult 
or inflict any stigma on the clergy of any 
denomination. Experience showed that it 
was desirable that they should be 
excluded from such local bodies. The 
next clause gives power to the Lord Chan- 
cellor to remove lunatics. That was a thing 
which was deliberately introduced, because 
it was considered most unwise to put 
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Even a county court judge may be re-| 
moved by a superior court, and a judge | 


of the Supreme Court may be removed 
by a Vote of both Houses. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): How 


about England ¢ 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is different in 


England. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: How ¢ 


Of half a dozen 
Different county 


Mr. ATKINSON: 


reasons I will cite one. 


councils in Ireland not merely express | 


sympathy with the Boers, but also a 
fervent hope that the massacre of Majuba 
may be repeated. The question of the 
court-house is, I know, a vexed ques- 
tion. Built primarily for the administra- 
tion of justice, they are put in charge of 
an officer of the Crown, who is bound to 
look after the Crown property and to 
issue Crown writs, etc. He seems to me 
to be the proper custodian, inasmuch as 
his duty isto make arrangements for the 
administration of justice. Subject to that 
the Act, which did not wish to put the 
councils to the expense of building halls 
to transact their business in, contained a 
subsidiary clause by which they were 
entitled to use the court-house subject to 
the discretion of the sheriff. The 
district council had no right to use it. 


Mr. TULLY: The district council 
replaced the old presentment sessions. 
p I 


Mr. ATKINSON: And the sheriff 
refused to allow the green flag to float 
over the court house. The reason 


why we say the green flag should 
not be allowed to fly there is 
because in one district the green 


flag might fly, while in the next the 
Orange flag might be used, and in the 
border counties both might be seen, with 
most probably a riot on the roof. On 
behalf of the Government, and with the 
full conscience that I express the opinion 
of my right hon. friend the Chief Secre- 
tary, I appeal to the House to reject 
this Bill, on the ground that it is pre- 
mature, crude. ill-advised, and mis- 
chievous. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY said _ the 
Attorney General had just given a non 
possumus, to which Irish Members were 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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accustomed on the introduction of a 
private Bill, but they looked forward to 
the day in the case of this Bill, as had 
happened with dozens of other private 
| Bills, when the Government of some years 
hence would gladly accept the proposals 
of this Bill, This Bill contained two 
| proposals of a somewhat large character, 
and a number of points of detail, in 
reference to which one would have thought 
‘the Attorney General himself would be 
glad to see some amendment. The 
|history of English legislation always 
was that in a measure like the Local 
Government Act of England or Scot- 
land, Bills correcting defects — of 
detail disclosed in the working of 
the measures would be always welcome. 
That, unfortunately, was not their 
experience in the case of Irish measures. 
Last vear the Attorney General himself 
‘told the House that the Government were 
considering the matter of introducing a 
measure to modify the Grand Juries Acts, 
so as to provide for the proper workig 
of the Local Government Act. That 
pledge was never redeemed. To-day an 
opportunity had been given him of, at 
any rate, giving a similar undertaking. 
Still he had not held out any hope that 
the Government intended introducing any 
measure, even to amend the various defects 
which the experience of eighteen months 
had disclosed in the working of the Local 
Government Act. No, Irish Members had 
to be content because once in the course 
of ten years, by agitation amounting in 
the end to a revolution, a large amending 
Act was passed, such as the Local Govern- 
ment Act, and now they were to wait for 
another ten or twenty vears until sufti- 
cient popular force was developed to 
compel the Government of the day to 
again take up Irish legislation, and to 
again determine what reforms were called 
for in the Irish law. He would mention 
just one instance of gross injustice under 
the Local Government Act. Hitherto the 
roads in small Irish urban centres had 
been atterded to by the grand juries, 
and the cost of making and repairing those 
roads came out of the county cess, which 
was levied equally on all classes of 
hereditaments. The effect of the passing 
of the Local Government Act, which had 
been to transfer the duty of the making 
and repairing of those roads to small Irish 
bodies, was to completely change the 
incidence of taxation, for while before 
the cost was thrown equally upon all 
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classes of 
smaller 


lands at one-fourth of their 
besides the in- 
owing to the 
changed state of the law with regard to 
and buildings, an addi- 


with the result that, 
justice that had arisen 


taxes on land 


tional injustice was set up, 


hereditaments, 
bodies had only power to tax 


{14 Fesruary 1900} 


now those 
meant. 


valuation, 


for in the 


small towns nearly the whole charge of 


making and 


maintaining the roads had 


heen thrown upon buildings alone. Yet 


the Attorney General said he did not 
understand what the clause that sought 216. 
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Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hedderwick. Thos. Charles H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir W. 
Leese, Sir J. F. 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A. (Qn’s C) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Mont: wu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 
Morgan J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan, George 


(Cumberland) 
(Accrington) 


NOES. 


Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederick Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Barry, SirFrancis T. oo 
Bartley, George C. " 

Beach, Rt. Hon. SirM. "H(Bristol_ 
Beckett, Ernest William 





Amendment Bill. 1518 


‘to remedy this very great grievance 
He treated this Bill as if it were 
an avtack upon the Local Government 
3oard, while it was really an attempt to 
amend the law relating to local govern- 
ment in Ireland. 
did not permit him to say more on the 
present occasion. 


He regretted that time 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 126; Noes, 
(Division List No. 12.) 
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Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 
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Adjournment of 


D. (Chatham 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (C.of Lond.) | 
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Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and | 
agreed to. 
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